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KOJIMKO CY CJIM4HH, A KOJIHKO PASJIMUHNTH 
KOH®JMKTH OKO 
HATOPHOTr KAPABAXA H KOCOBA?™ 


Caxetak: Hayxa 0 MehyHapoqHMM OJHOCHMa TIOJ 3AMp3HYTHM KOHQJIMKTH- 
Ma CMaTpa CliTyallje y KOjHMa, HaKOH OKOHYaba paTHHX CyKoba, HIM HHje MOcTHT- 
HYT 3a}0BOJbaBajyhu MMpoOBHH clopa3yM WIM cy CyKOOJbeHe CTpaHe ocTasie Ha Cor- 
CTBCHHM TOJIMTHYKHM TO3HnjaMa (HjaMeTpasiHo cynpoTHo TyMayehu IpaBHe aKTe 
KOjH cy onpuHesa ipecranky OopOu. Pay Bplin KOMMapaTHBHy aHasIM3y Ba 3aMp- 
3HyTa KOH(IMKTa: KOHPIMKTa OKO HaropHo-Kapa6baxa u Kocogpa u Meroxyje. JIa- 
jyhu npecek Kpo3 NouMTHUKe HcTOpHje cyKoba Hu Cloperba OKO OBe ABe TepuTOpHe, 
pay aHarM3upa TuTawa Be3aHa 3a TIpaBHH cTaTyc MW Wokylaje MelhyHapowHHXx mpe- 
TOBOpa OKO CIOpHHX TepHTopHja Wa Ou ce, Ha y 3aBPUIHOM Jlesy paya, U3BeJIN 3aK- 
Jby4LM Y Be3H Ca CIIMYHOCTUMa H pa3IMKaMa H3Mehy Ba ,,3aMp3HyTa KOH@JINKTa” H 
TlepCieKTHBaMa HUXOBOr TpajHor pa3pellicrha. Y OcHOBHe cAM4HOCTH U3Melhy KuM 
nu HaropuHo-KapaOaxa chagajy NOcTOWMJaMcTH4Ke JpylWTBeHe NpWInKe, reonouH- 
THUKM To0%Kaj HU 3Ha4aj Oe peruje, Bepcke THMeH3Hje MehyeTHH4KHX KOHDIHKa- 
Ta, OpojHe HCTOPHJCKO NOMHTHYKe OKOJHOCTH, TOK MelhyHapodHUx MperoBopa UTI. 
Y rlaBHe youeHe pa3yIHKe cilafajy BpeMeHCKO Ofpehere cellecuje, NpaBHU aciieKT 
cellecuje, yore BeIMKHX CHJIa, CTeMeH HHXOBe MOApUIKe CyKOOJbeHUM CTpaHama, 
IIpoMeHa MO3HUMja HEKHX OJ] BEJIMKHX CHa, WOCTOjale OFHOCHO HerocTojakbe M0- 
Kyllaja BOjJHe pevHTerpaluje CelleCHOHMCTHYKOr CHTHTeTa Kao H pazIMKa y IIpoMe- 
HaMH CHara HellocpeaHO CyKOOJbeHHX CTpaHa. 
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CappemenHa Hayka 0 MehyHapodHuM OJHOCHMa TIO] ,,3aMp3HYTHM KOHQJIMK- 
THMa” cMaTpa OHEe CHTyalMje y KOJHMa, HaKOH OKOHYalba paTHHX CyKoOa, WIM Huje 
MOCTHTHYT 3a0BOJbaBajyhu MMpOBHU chopa3yM WIM Cy CyKOOJbeHe CTpaHe ocTasie 
Ha COMNCTBeEHHM TMOJIMTHYKMM NO3HHjaMa MjaMeTpasIHo cylpoTHo TyMayehu mpaB- 
He akTe KOJH Cy JoUpuhesa npectanky Oopou u ycnocTaBlbaby mpumupja (IIpopo- 
KoBuh 2020). 300r Tora, He caMo Ja paT HHje dopMasIHO 3aBpueH Beh opyxaHH 
CyYKOO MOxe JIaKO TIOHOBO Ja TWiaHe, WTO CTBapa jeqHy CBeyKyIHy KIIMMy HecHr- 
HYpHOCTH y perHoHuMa rye cy ce OsBujaIM OBaKBH cyKoOOn. TepMHH ,,3aMp3HyTH 
KOHQJIMKT” y CTpy¥Hoj] ynotpeOu mpBu yt je Ovo Kopnuthen 3a 0 MMCcHBarbe 
MelhyeTHHYKHX KOHDIHKaTa Ha MOCTCOBJeTCKOM TIpoctopy (cyKoOu oKo JyxHe Oce- 
Tuje u AOxa3nje y [py3uju, HaropHo-Kapa6axa y Asepbejnany, Hpungwectpossba y 
MosyaByji, KacHuje 4 pycKe anexcnje Kpuma u opsajata JIyrancxa u Jlomelka 13 
cactapa YkpajvHe) WITO ce HacTaBHIO WO Wanallwux Wana, y3 WpeHoulewe oBor 
TePMHHa HM KOHIelTa HeroBor TyMayelba H Ha Apyre chlopHe, KOHPIMKTHE IIpocTo- 
pe y Asuju (ump. copa oxo Kaummupa, ofHOoca u3Mehy ape Kopeje, Kune u Tajpana 
uta) u Esponn (cryyajepu nogene Kunpa rpuku 4 TypcKu eo, celjecuje Kocosa u 
Metoxuje 43 cactaBa Cpouje) (Tisdall 2010). 


la ,,3aMp3HYTH KOHIMKTH” ako MOry a ce OAMp3Hy MoKa3yje HeqaBHa CcH- 
Tyaunja y HaropHo- KapaOaxy, HasIMK TIpeTXOAHO] OpyxKaHoj ecKaslaljHjH Koja ce 
ogurpana 1. anpuna 2016 (Bugu: Tajuh 2016, 21-33). BojHn cyKoO je 3anoueT y 
jytpo 27. centemOpa 2020. roquHe H3HeHaqHHM KOIIHeHHM HallayoM a3epbejiiaH- 
CKHX OKJIONHHX (OpMallja MOTHOMOTHYTHM apTHJbepvHjoM MU ApoHoBuMa. To je 
HaTepasio jJepMeHCKe Tpylie y MOBMaverbe Wy WosoxKaja Ha JyTOUCTOKY H CeBepy y3 
TpaHully pa3qBajawa cyKoOJsbenux crpana. Ilocne HaHoweHa 3HadajHux ryOuTaka 
a3epOejiaHCKHM OKJIONHMM CHaraMa HM JeuMMM4He cTrabniM3annje ppouta, Jepmenu 
cy (HM y MaTH4HO} ApxKaBu u y caMoM Kapabaxy (Tj. ,,pemyOumuu Apuax”) mporsia- 
CHM ONWTY MOOMIM3alMjH HM yBeM BOJHY ympaBy. A3epOejilaHcKe cHare cy HacTa- 
Bile Ca HallayluMa, lIpe cBera OHMM M3 Ba3qyxa, y3 MOMOh ApoHoBa, KOjuMa cy yc- 
TleIH Wa OHectIocobe 3HayajaH Opoj jepMeHcKe MpoTHBBa3syWIHe OLOpaHe u y UpBa 
TpH Jana cykoOa ocTBape H3BeCHe TepuTopHjamHe WoOuTKe (Ha jy2KHOM CeKTOpy 
Oojumta). Hakou Tora cyKoO ce mpeTBOpHo y pasMeHy BaTpe u3Mehy 3amoceyqHyTHXx 
To3uuWja, Ja OU, YeTBTpOr Wana, yclleqHO KOHTpaHatiay, jJepMeHCKHX Tpymia. OH je, 
yllpKoc TelwIKHM TyOHUMMa Koje cy jepMeHCKOj TEXHHUM HaHesIM a3sepCcKH ApOHOBH, 
oBeo WO moBpahaja Tea cTpaTelikH BaxKHMX MosHuMja 3a cHare ,,Apuaxa” (Kof- 
man, Nersisyan 2020) Hakou ceymor JaHa OJ ,,oJMp3aBalba” Hu pyre, jeqHako Hey- 
clielliHe a3epOejiiaHcke o*baH3uBe a 3ay3Me 3HadajHuje Mmpoctope koje Apxe Jep- 
MeHH Ha ceBepy KapaOaxa, KOH(JIMKT Ce Ha OBOM IIpOcTopy Makbe-BUlLe IpeTBOpHO 
y cepHjy Hau3MeHw4Hor OomMOapzOBaba IIPOTHBHH4YKe MH(pakcTpyKtType, y3 
rpueBuTy ofOpany 3amoceqHyTHx MouoxKaja. Ha jyxKHOM, Mabe OpAOBHTOM Jey 
(ponta, Azsepu cy HacTaBYJIM Halla, HallpaBHIM TepHTopHjaiHu Wpoxop Aa On, 
HaKOH O30HJbHHX TyONTaka H OOOpeHHXx WpoHoRa, cTasIM ca ocan3HBOM. Ycu1eqHII0 
je UpBo mpuMupje NocTurHyTo HanlopuMa jeua MelhyHapogHe 3ajeqHuue. Ono je 
tpexuuyto 19. oxtoOpa kaya cy A3epu Ha jy2KHOM Jlesly PpOHTa HacTaBHIM Mpoyop 
vw 3ay3eu Mecta Lladpaun u DPy3yu, Kao M OOMWKHYy OpaHy u MocT. CyKoOn cy ce, 
MOTOM, UIpeHesM Ha ceBep Ka Kopuyzopy JlayuH Koju cnaja HaropHo-Kapabax ca 
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CBOJOM MaTHYHOM pxKaBom, JepMeHHjoM, aJIM Cy jepMeHCKe Tpylie y CHaxKHO] KOH- 
TpaoaH3HBu ofOalMe Hallaqaye OX OBOr BHTaJIHOr KopHAopa UM 3aoyese cBoje 
Hamlayle M Ha pyruM IpaBuuMa, pe cBera Ha JyrOHCTOKY. 3aTHM je HacTyNMIO Apy- 
TO, KpaTKoTpajHo mpumupje (26.0KToOpa), HaKOH era cy a3sepOejlaHcKe Tpyle Hac- 
TaBusie poxop y mpasuy Lyme u 40 Kpaja Mecela Woue Ha OKO 5 KM JO Hera. 
Jana 8. HoBemMOpa, oBaj rpayz, Apyru mo BesMuuHH y Kapabaxy, ce Hallao 0 OKpy- 
*Kery. Cuegeher tana, 9. HoBpemOpa, rpay je mao y pyKe A3epa. TyoutKom Lyure 
jepMeHckKa cTpanHa ce Halla y TelIKO] CHTyaluju, Tako Wa je mpuxBahen mpeyyor 
Mockse 4a ocpefyje y IperoBopuMa 0 obycTaBsbawy paTHUXx JejctaBa. IIpumupje 
je 3aKspyyeHo 10. HoBemMOpa, 4HMMe je KOHDIHKT OKOHYAH UpH3sHajyhu 3aTeaeHo 
cTalbe Ha paTHITy y3 pa3MellITae pyCKHX MMpoBHaka Ty HOBOYCIIOCTaBJbeHe 
JIMHMje pasrpanuderma. 


Onmita cuTyaunja Besana 3a HaropHo-Kapa6bax, y3poun oBor MehyereTHu4- 
KOr KOHDIMKTa ca TEHACHUMJOM Ja ce W3 CTaba «3aMp3YTOCTH» JIaKO IIpeTBOpH y 
«OJMp3HYTH», AYroTpajHu pat 3a TepuTOpHje, OTBapa HH3 WHTawa O 60ja3HH KOJIN- 
KO je OBaj] JO jy4e «3aMp3HYTH KOHDJIMKT» CIM4aH CIIOpy KOjH MOCTOjH y Bes ca 
Kocosom 4 MeroxujoM H MepciieKTHBaMa HeroBor pelllaBarba. 


Kapadax u KuM — ucropnjat cnoperma u cyko0a 


KondsuktT Be3an 3a HaropHo-KapaOax mpeyctaBsba jeqaH Of] CaBpeMeHHX H3- 
pa3 HCTOpHjCKHX WH reOnOMMTHYKHX pHBasicTaBa Ha KapKka3y u 3akaBKa3jy Kao Tpe- 
rpaav, rpaHw4uHoM ogpyyjy eBpoa3ujckor XaptTianya u OMMCKOMCTOUHOr jesa 
Pumuana. ,,3akaBka3je je Ipoctop rye cy BeKOBHMa CyKOOJbaBasIM MHTepecn BeJI- 
KMX cyyia, a Mehy HuMa BoheHe ClomKeHe TeOHOMMTHYKe Urpe HU UcUpmbyjyhu pato- 
Bu. Y cTapoM Beky TO cy Ouse Pumcka umMMepuja Hu Craponepcujcko WapcTBo (Zp- 
*aBa AxaMeHHya), y cpeybem Beky — Bu3antuja u Hoponepcujcko yapcTBo (apxa- 
Ba Cacanuya), Cemryuka uMiepuja 4 ApaOsbaHcKn KaMdat, y HOBOM Beky — Typ- 
cxa u Iepcuja (apxapa Cacdapuna), aon 18. Beka u Pycko napctso... JJaHac ce Tamo 
cyfapajy HHTepecu Beecuuia — pe cBera Pycxe degepaunje u CAJI, a on mpBopa3- 
peHuX YHHMalla u3 Wuper peruona — Typcxe u Upana.” (Ilerposuh, Anhenkosuh, 
Huxkonuh 2010, 47). U3 opux pa3ora ayTOxTOHe Ap»xKaBHe TBOpeBHHe, Mehy kKojuMa 
cy OHe jepMeHcKe HajlipHcyTHHje Beh TpH H MO MMJIeHHjyMa, peTKO ycrieBasle fa 
OUYBajy CBOJY CAMOCTAJIHOCT, H3y3eB y Cily4ajeBHMa paBHOTexe CHara u3Mehy Be- 
JIMKUX CHa IpHcyTHHX Ha OBMM TIpoctopuMa. CTBap ce BpJIO MasIO M3MeHHJIa 0- 
CeJbaBalbeM TYPCKMX OFyCKHX IiyieMeHa (ipeyaka aHawbux Asepa) y 11. Bexy Ha 
lipoctope 3akaBka3ja, Koj he erHuuKu OuTH OnMwKH TypuMa asm KyJITypoM (IIH- 
uTcKa Bep3uja Mcnama) Ilepcuju, Tako he ce uw npeko HuxoBHX Jieha ,,pesamaTu” 
cykKoOnu M ToMepatbe rpaHuua u3mMehy Ocmancxor u Cadasuyckor wapctBa. Jepme- 
Hu he Bulle TyTa Wu3aTH ocNOOoAMIAaYKe ycTaHKe (Hajmo3HaTHje MOA BOACTBOM 
Jlapuga bexa nouetKom 18. Beka), qa Ou, TeK WOueTKOM 19. Beka, eKCIaH3HjOM Pyc- 
Kor WapcTBa Ha OBOM TOypy4yjy, Weo mpoctop Ovo mayudpukoBaH HM MHTerpvicaH y 
pelaTHBHO cTaOvsiaH ApxKaBHH Mopesax. KapaOax je og 1846. roqMHe mpumojen 
IpoBuHuWju baxy y Kojoj je ocrao Wo Kpaja Pyckor wapcTBa, ypkoc TOoBpeMeHHM 
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MelyeTHHYKHM KOHQJINKTHMa KOJH Ce jaBlbajy u3Mehy Aszepa u JepMeHa ca HHXO- 
BUM HallMOHasIHuM Oyherwem moyeTKom 20. Beka. 3a Bpeme IIpBor cBeTckKor pata, 
Typun (y3 nogpurky Kypga u Asepa) u3Bplinin cy reHouuy Hay jepMeHCKHM cTa- 
HOBHHUITBOM WHpoM Mane A3nje, 300r Yera je jepMeHcka Momynaunja y Kapadbaxy 
(«Apyaxy») ocTasla PH3H4KH H300BaHa OF APyrux jepMeHCKHX Impoctopa. ToKoM 
OxtoOapcke peBorlyuuje OBH TpocTopu cy AOKMBeIM Bue okyMayuja (TypcKy, 
caBe3HH4Ky) Wa Ou, Ha NocueTKy, WesIMM MpocTOpoM oBAaaIM OoLUIeBHIM M Ha 
IBEMY OCHOBaJIM BHUIe COBJeTCKHX (bexepamHux jeqHuua. Taya je KapaOax, Hacta- 
weH ca 94% Jepmena, Ovo FoAeweH A3zepbejuaHcKoj CopjetcKoj Pemyomuun. 


TOKOM COBjeTCKe epe OBa] CHPOMALIHH pervoHn Moye je Wa ce WocTemeHo pa- 
3MBHja, WoceOHO HHAYcTpuja HM ycuy2xKHa ZenaTHocTH. Unak, ucioy NOBplIMHe cHO- 
UWbMBOr Cy2KHBOTAa, CTBapHOcT MehyeTHH4KMX OfHOCa MMasia je HM CBOje HasMyje. 
OHo je moyeno Wa ce OO3Hamyje y roquHaMa youu pacnaga CCCP-a, kaya je Ha- 
ropHo-Kapa6ax kao MoKpajuHa ca Tala TpH YeTBPTHHe JepMeHCKOr CTaHOBHUIITBA, 
3axTeBasla Oo Kpemsba Ja OL00pH HUXOBO OFBajatbe of A3zepbejiana (20. deOpyapa 
1988) u upunajaHe JepmMennju. To je mpeycTaBsbaro mpBo obdesoqamerme 
MehyeTHHYKHX CIOpoBa y «IIpBO}] 3eMJbH COLMjaiH3Ma» HM WOBeIO JO MacoBHOr 
HacHJba y AsepOejiaHy (Macakpu y Cymranty vu baxyy) Haq Jepmenuma. Kaya 
KpemJb Huje u3ailiao y CycpeT OBMM 3axTeBuMa (Beh je PopMupao cHelMjasHy Ko- 
mMucnyjy 3a Kapabax ya pelliM eTHHUKe coopose), Aettytaru y HaropHo-KapaOaxy cy, 
youn pacnaga CCCP-a, mporsacuiM HesaBHCHOCT y OWHOCYy Ha baxy. 

ETHW4KO HacHJbe Tpepaciio je y opyxkaHe cyKoOe Beh ToKom jeceHu 1989. ro- 
yuHe Kajla cy JepMeHCKe HaopyxKaHe pyle kpeHysie y Hallayje Ha a3epcKe CHKIaBe y 
KapaOaxy (oxomuua Llyure), 40x je pexepanHa apmuja, Koja je 10 Taga Ouna dak- 
TOp pa3lBajaHa u Mayudukaluje, ocTala mo crpanu. 3aTum cy A3epu cipoBesH 
TOTaIHy ONoKayy cBux caoOpahajHux MyTeBa Ka OTUeMJbeHO] MOKpajHHu u dopmu- 
pau cBojy JoOpoBosbauky MHWJIMUM)Jy ca HaMepoM Jia Tlapuipajy jepMeHcKoj rep 
Koja je KpeHysla Ja WpoOuja TeputTopHjannu Kopuyop u3smMehy Kapadaxa u Jepmenu- 
je. Og moyetKa 1990, Oopbe cy pepacue y HaM3MeHHYHO rpaHaTupatbe Ty a3zep- 
OejlaHcKo-jepMeHckKe rpannye. Hakon Hecymesor apryctTosckor myya y Mocksu 28. 
aprycta 1991, AsepOejiiaH je Mpormacuo cBOjy He3aBHCHOCT y ofHOCy Ha CoBjeTcKH 
Cape3, 20K je CapetT qermytata HaropHo-KapaOaxa 2. cemremOpa mporsiacuo cBojy 
He3aBHCHOCT y ofHOcy Ha A3epbejiiaH. JepMeHcKe Tpylie 3ay3elle cy a3epcKe eH- 
KyaBe y okomMHH Iyme. Jo kpaja roquHe, coBjeTcKe Tpylie cy ce NOTHYHO ToBy- 
Kule ca Wpoctopa 3akaBKka3ja, LITO je OTBOPHIO MpeycuoBe 3a HajLIMpy paTHy ecKa- 
jlaunjy. JepMencke cHare cy y HOBHM cykKoOuMa HaHeule HH3 Mopa3a a3sepOeMaHcKo} 
cTpaHH, Tako ja je mpegcezHuk A3sepOejnana Mytamu6os Ono mpuHylhen of ctpane 
cBoje jaBHOCTH ya TogHece octasky. Ha weroBo MecTo youlao je AOzymda3 
Esran6e], Iuyep HallMoHasIMcTHYKOr MoKpeta, KojH je HHTe3suBUpao part. «Ilopa3n cy 
ce, MehyTuM, HacTaBJbasIM: Hocue maga rpaga Uyute, as3epckor ynopumtra y Kapa- 
Oaxy, JepMeHu cy ycremm 4a mpobOujy Kopuyzop Ko JlauuHa (kacHuje u kon Ken6a- 
Yapa) H TepuTOpHjaHoO ciloje KapaOallIKH WpocTop ca MaTH4HOM perlyOuMKom. busa 
je TO ucTa ona TepuTOpHyja Ha KOjoj cy JepmMenu ToKom IIpspor cBetcKkor pata OM 
(PH3H4KM YHUUITeHH OF CTpaHe TypcKe BOjcKe H a3epcKHX OamMOo3yxa. JJo oxToOpa 
1993. romuHe JepMeHu cy 3ay3emu 20% ykKynHe TepuTopuje A3epOejuaHa (cBa noL- 
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py4ja rae cy »nMBeuIM y BehuHU Mpe TypcKo-a3epckKor reHOUM a) U MporsacwsM CBo- 
jy penyOmuxy.» (Cajuh 2009, 98) Topas je Teniko onjexHyo Mehy A3epuma Hu WOBeO 
Oo HoBe Oopbe 3a Bact y bakyy, pe3yuutTpajyyhu y NoBpaTky Ha BylacT McKycHor 
(yHKMoHepa H3 coBjeTcKe epe, Tajnapa AmnjeBa, Koj je HHMIMpao MoKpetarwe 
HOBe KOHTpaodaH3uBe. Ona je pe3yITOBalla BHCOKHM paTHHM TyOuIMMa H Tpak- 
TH4HO HUKaKBUM ycriexom. VM cBe noTome oda3uBe cy Nponase, y3 TOTaIHO ypylla- 
Bakbe a3epOejllaHcKe BOJHe CTpyKType, Tako Ja je mpumMupje u3mMehy A3zepOejuaHa u 
JepmMenuje, y3 mocpeyoBarwe Pycnyje, Ouro 3akbyyeHo 1994, yume je KOHMHKT 
3aMp3HYT. 

Ucxoy enor KondmuKta omoryhuo je Mocksn Aa 3aqpxKU CTpaTelliky JOMH- 
HalMjy Ha wWesIoM mpoctopy: Jepmennja je Beh y majy 1992. roquHa mpuctynusa 
OJIKb-y (Ha ocCHHBayKOM CKyITy OBe, Of, cTpaHe Pycuje BoheHe, opraHu3artuje 3a 
KOJICKTHBHY Oe30e4HOCT Koja je OApxaHa y TalikeHTy) uuMme je u JepMenuja (Hu oF 
He TOAp2KaBaH, au MehyHapoyHo Hempu3Hat HaropHo-Kapa6ax) noctao cTparelll- 
KM 3aBucaH off Mocxse. Ca pyre cTpaHe, mpeycegqHuK Tajnap Amnjes (KacHuje u 
Heros HacyieqHuK, Usixam Asmujes), IpoleHuo je qa caMo Kpo3 MoOoJbIIawe OAHOCA 
ca MockBoM Moxe Ja JOHeECe HeOMmxoaH MUp Ja OM y 3eMJbU 3aBeo pay u 06e30en- 
HO eH pa3BOj, HaKOH Yera he, y NOBOJbHHJUM NpwMKaMa, MOhuW MOKyWaTH Ja MOB- 
paTH KOHTpoJly Hay, OTIeMJbeHUM TepuTOpHjama. JepMeHuja, ca [pyre cTpaHe (Her- 
pu3Hata PenyOmuKka KapaOax Huje mperoBapauka cTpaHa), je jaBHO MpokKuamMoBasia 
CBOJY CIIPCMHOCT Ha JJaBabe U3BECHUX TepHTOpujaIHuX ycTynaka A3epOejuaHy mon 
YCJIOBOM Jia je3rpo Apyre jepMeHCKe pxKaBe CTeKHe IyHy He3aBHCHOCT. 


IIpoctop Kocopa u Mertoxnje upesctaBsyba npezMet MehyerHuukor copa 
u3mMehy Cp6a nu AnOanalla HH3 reHepalja. HactaweHo cOBeHCKHMM CTaHOBHUILI- 
TBOM OJ| BpeMeHa mponactu PuMckor WapctBa y paHoM cpeyHeM BeKy, Kocoso je 
og 12. Beka mpeycTaBJbao CpeAHWIHH TpocTop cplicke cpeHoOBeKOBHEe ApxKaBe 
(Jlyxosuh 2000, 28). Andanuu, 4nju je Tagqa Opoj Ono 3aHeMapsbHB (y jyro3aliaqHOM 
nemy Metoxuje), Mehytum, cede cMaTpajy MOTOMIMMa IpesCIOBeHCKOT, WIMpcKor 
CTaHOBHHLITBa Koje je HacTawuBallo barkaH y aHTHuKa BpeMeHa, lIpe PHMCKHX 
ocBajaiba, Majla je Taj CTaB TeIUKO OJP»KMB y OAHOcCy Ha MocTojeha aHTponosoka, 
apXeOJIOWKa HW JIMHTBHCTHUKa ca3Halba CaBpeMeHe HayKe. Hakou pactiajla HeMarbH- 
hike WpxaBe vu Op30r WiMpera Typaka Ha baskan (moceOHo Mocse elicke OuTKe Ha 
Kocopy 1389), mpeoctae cplicke KHexKeBHHe MoTHasajy IpBo TO], BazayIHH OHOC, 
a Tlocue OuBajy NOTIYHO «mporyTaHe» of crpanHe OcmauHckor wapcTBa. Y oBoM Iie- 
puogy, Ha Kocosy *xuBu HajBuute 5% AnOanaya. MehytTuM, TOKOM BeKoBa TypcKe 
BulaqaBHHe, CTHHYKH CacTaB OBOT MpocTopa MounHe MOCTeMeHo a ce Merba: paTOBH 
MW Murpaluje yTHYuy Ha OJIMBarbe CplicKor CTaHOBHUMLITBa ca Kocosa u Metoxuje, a 
Ha IHMXoOBe IIpocTope, ca WiaHHHa ceBepHe AmOaHuje, WocesbaBa ce all0aHCKO cTa- 
HOBHHUITBO Koje ce yOp3aHo Hcamu3yje. OBO «ocBajaHbe TpocTopa» ce osBHJa ToL 
IYHHM TIOKPOBHTeJbCTBOM OCMAHCKHX BllacTH. Tek y Apyroj momoBunHu 19. Beka 
(HeKH CMaTpajy Tek TloueTKOM 20. Beka) Opoj AnOaHata je HaaMawiMo Opoj Cpa Ha 
mpoctopy KuM (Camapuuh 1990, 144). 

Ocno6ahawem Teputopuja Crape Cpouje (KuM, Makegonnja) of cTpaHe 
cplicke Bojcxe y IIppom OamkaHckom party (1912), op npoctopu ca pesaTHBHO HO- 
BOM HeCpIICKOM CTHHYKOM BehHHOM TOHOBO ToctTajy Weo caMoctasHe cplicke WpKa- 
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Be. Hakon rylleHa HeKOJMKO opyxKaHux oOyHa, yculeqMsa je Naludukayyja as- 
OaHCKOr CTaHOBHMITBa Ha mpoctopy Kocosa u Metoxuyje, asIv Ce Cy2KMBOT, TOKOM 
TlocTojaHa mpsBe JyrocuaByje, omBuja Tewiko. AmOaHuH cy 4ekasIM IpBH MOBOJbHH 
TpeHyTak ja ce OTprHy OJ cplicke BuacTH: WOueKasIM cy ra ca HanlayqoM XuUTIepoBor 
Pajxa Ha JyrociaBijy HW HeHHM paciiapyaBarbem. Taya je cTBOpeHa MapHOHeTcKa 
dbamucTu4ka «Bemnka AmOaHuja» Toy MycommunujesuM uv XuWJIepOBHM MOKPOBH- 
TeJBCTBOM, rye cy TOKOM 1941 u 1943/44 n3BpuieHH TeLIKM MacaKpH Hay, CplicKHM 
CTaHOBHHLITBOM, KaO H HHXOBO MacoBHO TpotepuBarse. «Kao pesysitaT JoroBopa 
u3mehy Kocoscxor Adana Ladepa Jepe u HeMauKe oOaBellTajHe ciy2xKOe (AO- 
Bep), «J[pyra mpv3peHckKa JIMra» je ycrocTaBJbeHa y cemremOpy 1943. Taga cy Am- 
OaHUM 3aloueM paBH BepcKH paT UpoTHB CyoBeHa» (Savich 2013). Antucpricku 
Tepop je Tpajao fo mapta 1944 kaya je Moueo a jeraBa, LITO je OUJIO MOBe3aHO ca 
jauamem TapTH3aHCKHX aKTHBHOCTH Mo KoMaHyOM Jocuna bpo3a Tuta (Crpyrap 
1962, 320-321). Tlo6eqoM KoMyHHCTHYKHX MapTH3aHcKux cHara, Kocopo u Meto- 
xHJa MOcTajy ayTOHOMHAa MoKpajHHa y cplicKo] desepaHo] jeqMHHUM counjamuc- 
THuke Jyrocnasiyje. Mup, MehyTHM, Ha OBHM TIpocTopuMa CTWKe TeK HaKOH LITO 
TlapTH3aHCKe CHare caBllajlajy JOU! jeqaH anOaHcKH ycTaHak u3Mehy HoBemOpa 1944 
u deOpyapa 1945. roqune («mo6yHa y penny»). 

AsOaHcka Behnua Ha IIpoctopy KuM qoouuna je cBa paBa Koja MOTy Ja DIpu- 
Haflajy HeKO] HallMoHasHO] 3ajeqHHUM y WpxaBu Koja joj] Huje MaTHuHa. YupKoc 
Tome, AjOaHIM cy OpraHH30BasIM HEKOJIMKO CepHja MOMMTMYKUX TpoTecta MpoTHB 
tloctojeher cTara cTBapH, yrlaBHOM ca 3aXTeBHMa Ja WoOujy cTaTyc permyOuuKe 
yHytap Tafaumbe Jyrocnapuje (1968, 1981, 1989). Temouctpannje 1981. roquHe 
WoBeule cy 10 yBohema BaHpeyHOr cTaba HW yiyhuBata Tpyna desepasHe BojcKe Wa 
yrylwe mpotecte (Kola 2003, 333). U nopex qemumuyune naundukauyje, IpHTucuH 
3apay, UceybaBalba IIpeocTasor HeasIOaHCKOr CTaHOBHHIITBAa Ce HacTaBJbajy TOKOM 
ocamyeceTux roquHa. He3aqoBoJbcTBo cTaTyCoM MoKpajHHa H HemoryhHoctn Cpou- 
je Wa y ycTaBHom ypehermy u3 1974. roqnue (moceOHo 300r mpoTepuBarha Cp6a u 
LUpHoropaua ca KuM) uma Ono KaBe HHTepeHuMje Hay HuMa (LITO je Cponjy nH- 
TMCHOHUpalo y OAHOCy Ha OCTalle 4aHUlle jyrOCcMOBeHCKe tbexepaluje), MOBOAU 0 
«qorahawa Hapoga» (1988-1989) mu MeteopcKor ycnoHa Cno6ogzana Munomesuha 
Ha Bylact y CpOuju. Munomesuh je HamepaBao Ja peHHTerpuilie WOKpajMue y je- 
JMHCTBeHH T1paBHH Wopeyak, Cy3H Heke OJ, HHXOBUX MapaypxKaBHUX HaIexHOCTH 
W clipewH FOMHHalWjy (4ecTO H pelipecujy) amOaHcKke BehuHe Hay] CpOuma Ha Ko- 
cosy. Kaya Cp6nja ycrie Ja pevHTerpuule NoKpajHHe yHyTap COncTBeHor mpaBHor Hu 
TouwMTHYKor TopetKa (1989), AnOanun he noKpeHyTu HOBe IIpoTecte He MmpH3Hajy- 
hu HOBOycriocTaBsbeHo cTarbe. Bplo O6p30, OHH HAY KOpak JlaJbe: IpBo OojKOTYJy 
WHCTHTyHMje WpxKaBe CpOuje, a 3aTHM MporsawaBajy wieramHy «PemyOuxy Koco- 
Bo», CHOBOAehH NOMTHKY NacHBHOor oTHOpa y rogquHama pacnaya JyrocaBuje u 
TpalhaHckux paToBa KOJM cy yCuIeqWIM Y OKOJHUM jyrOCIOBeHCKHM perlyOsuMKama 
(1991-1995). Hecnoppu anOaHckH JIMfep KOjH PyKOBOAM TOJMTHKOM TacHBHOr 
oTHopa Ouo0 je MOpaxum Pyrosa. 


ToKoM OBHX roquHa, Ha Upoctopy KuM noctojn dakTHuKH MapasesH3aM 
BJIACTH: Ca jeqHe CTpaHe cy 3BaHH4He HHCTUTyUMJe CpOuje koje AOaHuM yr1aBHOM 
OojKOTY]y, a Kpaj Hux, IpehyTHO ToJepucaHe, WleramHe alOaHcKe MapasieyieHe UH- 
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cTutyunje. Hokymaju 4a ce cTBapv HOpMamH3yjy, WomyT Bpahatba anOaHcKux Haka 
y 3BaHHYaH UIKOJICKM CHCTeM, jeqBa a cy moveM Ja WoHoce n0R0Be (1996-97), 
Kaya je Mouesa HOBa KpH3a: IIpBoO CepHija CTyeHTCKMX TIpoTecta, a 3aTHM H palharme 
TlapaBOJHHX, TePOPHCTHYKUX Tpylia ca cellapaTHCTH4KHM HaMepama Koje cejy CMpT 
UIMpoM jyxKHe cpricke moKpajuHe. On 28. deOpyapa 1998 oBe rpyme dopMasHo Tipe- 
pactajyy y OBK («Ocno6o0gMnauKky Bojcky Kocopa») koja 3am04nbe Opy2KaHH ycTa- 
Hak TpOTHB cplickHx BulacTu (CyckoBa 2001, 660). Io neta 1998 OBK ycnepa fa 
M10, KOHTpouly cTaBu oKo 40% TepuTopuje MoKpajHHe, yruiaBHOM ajOaHcKa cella 4 
Mabe rpayoBe, WOK Beha HaceJba DpxKH MO WesHMHYHOM O0KaqOM UM TepopHure 
OHe Koje HAY WYTHHM TIpBIyMa. 

Cpricka fp:KaBa TOKyllaBa Ja, CHaxKHHM IIPOTHBTepOpHCTHYKHM Mepama, 
yIylWu opyxaHy ToOyHy, asiM ce, moce onepauuje y [penny y Kojoj je JHKBHAH- 
paH jloKamHu Boha OBK Agem Jamapu, cutyaunja Ha Kocosy mpBo MeujcKH, a 
3aTHM HW MONMTHIKH HHTepHalMoHaM3yje. To nocTaje OYeBH AHO y MpOMeHH cTaBa 
CA] mpema (0 Taga Ha 3anaqy 3BaHH4HO TepopucTH4Koj opranv3ayujH) OBK, 
Koja WoOuja TpeTMaH ycTaHM4Kor HoKpeta u 3apahene cTpaHe, Kao HW y MojayaHuM 
liputucuuma Ha beorpag. Kontpaoday3uBa cpricKux opy2KaHHX cHara TOKOM IIpo- 
neha u neta 1998 cama jeqHo lo jeqHo of, ynopumta OBK (ne6n0Kkaya Opaiesia, 
Jlanymuuka, Mannutesa, penuue, Knune uta). CA] noxyuiapajy ga upupzoonyy 
Behuyy y Capery be36eqHoctTu YH 3a ycBajame pe3ouyuje Koja he ono0putTn yno- 
Tpeby BojHe cue npoTuB CP JyrocnaBuje, aim HaWjia3e Ha OWTpO TpOTHBIbeHbe 
Pycuje u Kune. 360r Tora je 23. cerrtemOpa ycBojeHa Pe3sonyunja YH 1199 koja 
CcaMO I103MBa CyKOOJbeHe CTpaHe fa oKoHYajy cyKobe (Cyckopa 2001, 661-665). 
AMepukKaHUM HacTaBJbajy ca yHMlaTepasIHuM TIpHTHWMMa, Wpere Ba3qyWIHHM yJla- 
puma, Tako ga Munouresuh mpuctaje Ha cnopa3ym ca XomOpyKom (13.10.1998) 
KOjH IpeszBuha obyctaBsbatbe cpricke o*aH3HBe HM MOBAaYeHbe esa opyxKaHux op- 
Mauyja ca KuM, pacnopehusate mucnje OEBC-a u HATO-a urupom KuM koju fhe 
HasgupaTH ycuocTaBJbeHo UpumMupuje. YcarmamieHo je HM OTHOUMHambe Impoleca 
Iiperopopa Koj TpeOa fa WoBexy WO MMpPHOT, MOUMTHUKOL pelea mocTojehux 
MeheTHHYKHX Ipobsema. Osaj clopa3yM He camo jja cnamaBa OBK og BojHor 
YHUUITeHa (Koje joj je Ous0 cBe H3BecHUje y pany jeceH 1998), Beh joj aaje Moryh- 
HOCT Ja ce OMopaBH, Uperpyiuile MW MOcTeleHO HacTaBH Ca CBOJHM aKTMBHOCTHMa. 
Kaya ce To, moueTKoM 1999, nouHe y4ecTao WelmlaBaTH, Cplicke cHare MOHOBO M0- 
KyllaBajy Ja cy30ujy Hanage OBK, am HuxoBa MHTepBeHUWja CaMo Tloctaje HOBOL 
3a MeAMjCKy caTaHH3alnjy («Macaxp y Pauky») KojoM ce IpHiipema cTpaHa BojHa 
vuutTepBeHinyja. lonyhenu mperopopu y PamOyjey (06.02.-22.03.1999) u3smehy cpn- 
cke HM aslOaHcKe Jeseraluje Oui cy MocTaBJbeHH Of cTpaHe 3araya Tako ya Cponja 
He MOxe ja Hx IpuxBaTH (Hp. mpepuhanu cy pacnopehuBawe HATO cuara y Wes] 
Cp6uju, He camo KuM), miro TpeOa qa nocmryxM Kao amuOu 3a HATO arpecuyy Ha 
CP Jyrocuasnyjy. 

Hakou mponactu mperopopa, HATO 24. mapta 3anounmbe Ba3ayuine Haliaye 
Ha CPJ ouexyjyhu ga he cpiicka cTpaHa MomycTHTH HaKOH HeKOJIMKO Wana ycliey 
Hecpa3Mepe H3Mehy HeHUx u cHara HATO-a (y TexHulM ofHOC cHara je Ou0 600:1, 
a y CKOHOMCKOj Mohu 990:1 y kxopuctr HATO maxta). Cyxo6 he, mehytum, TpajaTu 
myHux 78 gana. HATO asnjauuja he Oayutu 12 Munuona pdyHtTu OomOon Ha TepuTo- 


41 


Anexcanyap Dajuh / Huxona Pajuh, Kommko cy ciw4Hn, a KOIMKO pa3IM4HTH KOHJIHKTH OKO ... 





pujy KuM u jom muoro Be Ha Apyre emoBe CPJ. Kako cy ce cpricke Tpyme qoOpo 
ykKonlasie, MacKHpasie H XHTpO BpLMJIe MaHeBapcKe MoKpeTe, yuHHaK OomOap0Barba 
je Ouo0 Mas. YOujeHo je ykynHo 270 BojuHKa (174 Ha Kocosy) u oxo 2500 nuBua. 
Yuuteno je 19 Tenkopa, 10 qeceT TpaHcloprepa HM Maru Opoj apTuJbepyjcKor 
opyxja. 360r Tora je HATO nmpommpuo crektap BojHuXx HM WMBHJIHHX MeTa (mIpeTe- 
%KHO Ha yTHy HH@pacTyKTypy WM HHAycTpHjcke Komisecke y CpOnjn) (Nardulli 
2002, 45) Hanocehu joj Bemuky wiTeTy: ykynHo je norohexo 1900 BojHux o6jekata, 
25 000 xyha, 470 kumometapa myTesa, 590 KuomMetapa 2xese3HuUe, 14 aepozpoma, 
19 OonHuya, 44 MocTa, 3rpaye TemeBu3Hje, ABe papuHepuje Hate uty. YkymHa 
TipolleeHa WiTeTa H3HOCHIAa je TaqaliwHux oKo 100 MusMjapgu Aonapa (CMyuspanuh 
2009, 73-74). Uctospemeno ca Ba3q{yuIHuM paToM, Ha KuM ce Bogusa KomHeHa 
Odop6a u3Mehy cprickux cHara H OBK normomornyta ajl0aHCKOM peryJIapHOM BOj- 
ckoM, HATO uuctpyxktopuma, miahenuuuMa u MehyHapowqHumM Tepopuctuma. Y 
CBUM Oopbama y nepHory 1998-1999 Ha KuM cpnicke Tpyne (BojHe u HosMIHjcKe) 
uMane cy 737 TOrMHyIMx, WOK cy MpOTHBHW4Ke cHare HMasIe BMLIecTpyKo Behe 
ryOuTKe (mpouemyje ca ga je Ha KuM 1999 6uno 15 000 repunaya OBK, 25 000 
OBK y An6danuju, 8-10 xusbaga y Maxegonnju, 5-8 000 perynapHux anOaHcKHx 
BojHuka Ht OKO 5 000 nahenuka, MehyHapogHux Tepopucta H 3amlaqHMx cileyujasa- 
ya (rpyma «CoKko»)), koje je JorucTuyKn momarano 57 000 HATO Bojnuka pacrio- 
pehenux y OKOHUM Ap>KaBama — AjOanuju, Makegounju u buX (Jlenmh 2011, 330- 
331). KomOunayuja Ba3yqyuIHHx WM KOMHeHHxX cyKoOa, Oe3Bamiha u OTHMadHHe, 
HarHasIM Cy BeIMKH Jeo Tonynaynje KuM, yruaBHoM aOaHckor Topeka, y 130e- 
TIMMITBO y oKONHe 3emMJbe. To je HATO mponaranan mocsy2KvWsI0 Kao OCHOB Ja Jle- 
THTMMUWe CBOje Hallaye XyMaHHTapHuM pa3sl03HMa - 3apay clipedaBalba ETHHYKOr 
quuthera KocoBpcKHx AyOaHalla of, cTpaHe Cp6a. Par je, y3 mocpeqoBare Pycuje 
(«mucnja UepHomupaHH-Axtucapn»), okoHyaH 10. jyHa 1999. roqMHe mMoTMHCHBa- 
HEM BOJHO-TeXHHYKOr ciopa3syMa y Kymanopy. Cropa3yMoM ce cplicka cTpaHa 
oOaBesayia la HOByye BOjcKy HM TosMuUMjy ca mpoctopa KuM, ox je pesomyunja 
1244 mpegzpuhana pacnopehuspawe jequnuua YH (yriaBHom mpumaqHuka 3eMaJba 
HATO-a) Ha Mpoctop jyxHe cplicke MoKpajuHe Kao MpotTextopata YH. 12. jyna 
pycke jequHuue u3 cactasa COOP (y buX) xuTpuM MaHeBpoM cy ce pallopequsia Ha 
cepep KuM u, Ha u3HeHahere HATO-a, 3ay3ea aepoxpom Cratuua. Hakou Heko- 
JIMKO aHa TeH3HJa, MOCTHTHYT je clopa3yM 3allayja ca pyCKOM CTpaHOM Jja HHXOBH 
MHpoBbal Oygzy mpHctyTHH Ha KuM mapanemHo ca jequunuma KDOP-a, Zozyure 
6e3 ConcTBeHor CekTopa KOHTpose (Gaji¢ 2019, 285). Ynackom KDOP-a yona3n 0 
MacoBHor MoBpaTKa AsOaHalla 43 W30erIMUITBa, Kao HM yllacka jequHuia OBK y 
Tpagose mupom KuM. Onn spite ogMa3—qy Hal CplicCKHM WHMBHJIHHM CTaHOBHMUI- 
TBOM MIM ra caOujajy y reta, y eHKIaBe, U3y3eB Ha ceBepy KuM, cepepHo of Opa, 
rye ce JoKasHH CpOu camooprann3yjy H ocyjehyjy ycnocTaBsbarbe aslOaHcKe BiIac- 
TH Ha OBOM IIpoctopy. CBe y cBeMy, MOTIMcaHHM clopa3yMHMa HM pe3ollyluMjama 
YH Cpoyja je usryOuna d@akTHUKy BlacT Ha Ipoctopy KuM, amu je 3agpoKasa cBojy 
lpaBHy Talljy H Hay mpocTopyMa koje cy Ha ceBepy ApxanH CpOu u Ha ocTasioM, 
Behem jlesy KuM Ha kome cy AmOaHuM ycrlocTaBHIH CBOjy ByIacT. 
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Haropno-Kapadax — npaBHn cTaTyc HW AMjasor 3a H3HalaKerwbe pelea 


3a BpeMe Tpajatba pata 3a HaropHo-KapaOax, koju ce BogHo of 1988-1994 
TrOHHe HW TOKOM kojer je yOujeHo oxo 25,000 BojHuka Mu IWMBUIa a WpeKO MHJIMOH 
Jbyaqu pacesbeHo (HRW 1994), mMehyHapogHa 3ajeqHHya je yBuyena noTpeby 3a 
Iipey3HMalbeM HHMUMjaTHBe UW akWWje 3apayl peliaBarba cyKkoOa KOjM je MOoMmpHMHo 
o30MJbHe pa3Mepe. Y Ty cppxy, 1992. romuHe je Ha cactaHky OEBC-a 3aTpaxeHo fa 
ce ca30Be KoHepenyuja y Muncxy (benopycuja) 1oBoq0M KoHINKTa y HaropHo- 
KapaOaxy, a koja he mpeactaBybatu dopyM 3a peroBope Hu IyT Ka MHPHOM pella- 
Barby KoH@smuKta (OSCE Minsk Group). Ycmequo je 4 HH3 pe30uyuMja JOHETHX OF 
cTpaHe Capeta Oe36eqHoctu YH. Tako cy, xpoHOJIOWIKH, HoHomeHe Pesomyunja 
882 of 30. anpuna 1993. y kojoj Cb YH uspaxxaBa o30nJbHy Opury MOBOOM ypy- 
waBalba oHOca u3Mehy PenyOnuke Jepmenuje u PemyOnunke A3epOejiiana, wITO 
lipeyctaBsba ipeTmy 0 Mup HM OesbeqHOCT y perHony, Kao H TO Ja je AOUWIO Wo 
eckaylauMje ynoTpebe opyxaHe cHJle, paceJbaBalba JIMIa W3 perMoHa, MOrOTOBO y 
KesmaOap pernony, Kao HM W3paxKeHy MOApMIKy 3a M3HasIa3aK MHPOBHOr pelliera 
Kpo3 capagby ca Munck I'pynom y oxsupy OEBC-a (UNSC, S/RES/822). Hakou Te 
pesolyluje cy, y ucToj roquHu (1993) ycnequne Pesomyuuja 853 of 29. jyna 
(UNSC, S/RES/853), Pe3sonmuja 874 on 14. oxro6pa (UNSC, S/RES/874) u Pe3o- 
myunja 884 og 12. HopemOpa 1993 (UNSC, S/RES, 884), y kojuma cy notsphuBann 
CTaBOBH H3pedeHH y TpeTXOQHHM JIOHCTHM pe30JIyUWjaMa WH W3HOBa HarsalweHa 
TloTpe6a cupoBohera capaybe HW M3HasIaxKerba pelea myTem Muuck [pymie. 

Kao ruaBHu uvsbepu Munck Ipyme Hapoge ce, mpe cBera, cTBapare OJTOBa- 
pajyhe muatTdopme 3a peliaBare KOH(IMKTa H3Mehy [Be cTpaHe, 3aTMM, W3Hasa- 
*KeHbe ToroBopa KojH Ou OMoryhuo Mpekuy opy2KaHor cyKoOa 4H, Ha Kpajy, TpoMo- 
BHcale MMpOBHOr Mmporeca y3 pacnopehuBawe MYyJITHHAalMOHaIHHX MMpOBHHX 
Tpyua Ha mpoctopy (OSCE Minsk Group). A3epOejiaH u JepMennja cy ce, Ha OCHO- 
By cllopa3yMa v3 buurkexa of 5. Maja 1994, noroBopusie oko pekufla KOH(IIMKTa 
(Ceasefire Agreement Signed in Bishkek 1994), anu Muucx Ipyma, kao TakBa, yrp- 
Koc copa3yMy, Huje ycriea qa o6e30en MpaBn u WyroTpajaH Mup y peruony. Mc- 
THHH 3a BOJby, He Moxe ce pehu Ja Huje OuIO MOKyUlaja — y TOM TlepHoyy cy akTu- 
Buctu Munck Ipyne dopmymucau He Mate Of Tpu 3aceOHa cllopa3yMa O MUpy H 
OpraHH30BasIM BUUIe cacTtaHaka u3Mehy a3epOejilanckor UM jepMeHcKor lpeszceqHHKa 
(Green 2002). Cnopa3ym o mpekuay KoHpIMKTa je MMao jeqHy (He)mIaHupaHy mo0c- 
JI€QHWy, a TO je TpacTH4HO CMaMBakbe CTeIleHa XMTHOCTH 3a CHOpa3yMHEM pellla- 
BalbeM lMTatba Haropuo-KapaOaxa jeqHom 3a cBarga. (Caspersen 2013, 930) Baxxua 
(yHKuHja MupoBHor Mpoueca Muuck Ipyme jecte u Wa Hapryeya Wpekuy BaTpe Ayx« 
JIMHMje KOH®IMKTa, aM oBa (PyHKUMja je M3y3eTHO JIMMMTHpaHa, MpeBacxoqHo 
YMHbCHHILOM Ja lIpeACTaBHHUM KOjH Bple Ty PyHKUMjy Mopajy HajaBUTH CBOje NpH- 
CYCTBO H€KOJIMKO JlaHa yHalipey, yKOJIMKO %eule Ja MoceTe Heky JIMHMjy Ha PpoHtTy. 
Y cylITHHM, OBO 3Ha4H Ja WpucycTBo mpeyctaBHuka Muucx Ipyne Hema 3a mpu- 
MapHy CBpxy OJpxKaBalbe IIpeKHJla BaTpe KOJIMKO MMa 3a CBpxy OOe30ehuBatte Ka- 
Hajla KOMyHMKalnje u3Mehy BojHHx TIpeszcTaBHuka jepMeHcKe u a3zepOejlaHcKe 
cTpaHe, LITO CBakakKo jecTe BaxkHa (PyHKUWja, aM je He TpeOa NoucToBehuBaTH ca 
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lipaBuM MexaHH3HOM IIpeBeHuje cyKoOa. (de Waal 2010, 4) 3a Bpeme camuta y 
JIucabony 1996. ronune Munck Ipyna npesoxnia je TpH UpHHunna Koja Ou Tpe- 
Oalo fa YHHeE OCHOBYy 3a pelllaBale KOHduMKTa: 1. MOMITOBawe TepHTopHjasHor 
uuterputeta JepMenuje u AsepOejnaHa, 2. ga he mpaBHu cratyc Haropuor- 
KapaOaxa OnTH 3aCHOBaH Ha CaMOOrIpeyesbery KOjH Ou Wao HajBHIIM CTerIeH caMo- 
yupapspara HaropHom-KapaOaxy u 3. 3arapaHToBaHy Oe30eqHocT 3a Haropxo- 
KapaOax u wWenoKymHy Honynalnjy, yKby4yjyhu oOoctpaHe oGaBe3e KaKO Ou ce 
oGe30e2uI0 MOTITYHO MOWTOBae OBor ForoBopa (OSCE — Azerbeijan relations). 
Ope Iperopyke oypxaHe cy of cTpaHe 53 apxaBe unaHule OEBC-a. Mehytum, 
JepMenuja je yloxKuIa BeTO Ha OBaKBy pe30/yunjy, TBpAehu qa ManywatT MuucK 
Ipyme He MoKpuBa TIpaBo Ja OHa IIperoBapa 0 CaMOM KOH@JIMKTYy u3Mehy "Be cTpa- 
He, Beh 4a camo uMa yory MegujaTopa. (Zourabian 2006, 257) Ha ogo ce Moxe 
HajlOBe3aTH MW U3jaBa HeKaalllwe ,,MMHMCTapKe CIOJbHUX MocoBa” y CrenaHakep- 
Ty, Haupe Mexksymuyjau, kako je ,,ucTopuja JepMeHnjn Jaa Majio TepuTopHje” Te, 
Kako 300r Tora ,,HHCy y NO3HUHjH Wa Jajy KOHWecHje koje Ou yrpo3sune JepMennyjy u 
HaropHo-Kapa6ax.” (Lynch 2007, 488) 

Heagyro moToM Wouio0 je 20 u3MeHe cacTapa Munck I'pyrie Tako Jia je oHa ca- 
Ta HoOuNa TWpeszcTaBHuKe “3 Cjequmenux AmMepuyKnx JIpoxasa, Pycuje 1 Dpantyc- 
Ke; H3MeHa y Mlorsiexy KompeyceyqaBawa yanHusia je MuncKx Ipyny ganexo yTuuaj- 
HHjHMM HW e*eCKTHBHHjMM MeMJaTOpoM, a y MaHaT je yKJby4eHa HM MOryhHoctT Mpe- 
roBpapadkux ejemeHata. Munck Ipyma je 31. maja u 1. jyHa 1997. y Jepepany, Cre- 
TlaHakepty uM baxyy mpeyctapyyia ,wakeTHu” WU ,.IaHcKH” Taw Harog6e. 
(Gasparyan 2019, 3) ,.[lakerHn” mia je kKaO 3aMMcCao MMao pelllaBabe WeIOKyMHOr 
KOH®JIMKTa y OKBUpy jeqHe HarogGe. 3amucao je Ousa Wa ce OApxKU TepuTOpHjauHH 
uuterputeta A3epOejiaHa Tako a ce KapaOaxy mpy2Ku WIMpOK clieKTap NoBsacTu- 
ya Koje OH eeKTHBHO Mpyxkalie NOTIYHH CyBepeHHTeT Ha, CBOJMM YHYTpallHuM 
mutTawunma. Ta ufeja Ousa je mo3Hata no dbopmysm ,,de iure neo A3epOejuaHa, de 
facto He3aBucHoct’. HaropHo-Kapadax Ou Ono ApxKaBa H TepuTopHjamna PopMaln- 
ja y oOKBupy rpanuya A3zepOejiiaHa H HMao Ou cBO]Yy 3acTaBy, rpO, XHMHY, CBOjy 
3aKOHOaBHY, H3BpIIHy H CYACKy BIIaCT, IpaBo Ha OLpxKaBalhe AMpeKTHHX pesanja 
ca ZpyruM pxaBaMa uM MelhyHapowHuM opraHM3alnjaMa, COMmcTBeHy NOJMUM]CKy 
cbopmaltvjy u Tako jase. Ucto Tako, Yctap uv 3aKoHH HaropuHor-KapaOaxa 6u, Ha 
Teputopyju Kapadaxa, uMasiM cynpemalnjy Hay serucnaTHBomM A3epOejuana. J[o- 
Mahe opy>xKaHe dbopMaluje Ou MMalie IpHMaT Hay] Opy2xKaHHM UM TOMUMjCKUM CHa- 
rama A3epOejiiaHa Koje He Ou cMeyle a yla3e Ha TepHTopujy HaropHor-Kapabaxa 
6e3 mpeTxogHor of00pera. (Zourabian 2006, 258) ,,Kopak-m0-kopak” TWIlaHCKH THI 
HarogOe uMao je Apyraunjy upejy. [logpa3symesao je nopmayeme cHara HaropuHor- 
KapaOaxa u3 mect oOsactu A3epbejiiana u3y3uMajyhu cam Haropuu-Kapaoax u 
oOnact JIaunH, noBesyjyhu ux Tako ca JepMeHHjoM a TOA, BOJHOM KOHTposIOM Ha- 
ropHor-Kapa6axa. Jlasbsn Kopak OM Toypa3syMeBao CTBapalbe TaMIIOH 30He Tye On 
Ouse pactiopehene MehyHapogHe MupoBHe Tpynle Ay rTpanuya HaropHor-Kapabaxa 
W CeBepHe H jy2KHe rpanuye oOnactu JlaqnH, kao M CTBapalbe 30HEe pa3yBajaba Koje 
6u Ouse TpajHO TeMuuTapv30BaHe HU rye Ou Oe3OeqHOCT Oua Hay3upaHa O], cTpa- 
He MehyHapogHux MupoBHHx Tpyna. T[utama KoHauHor cTatyca Haropuor- 
KapaOaxa, JauHHCKOr KopHyopa, Kao HM MHTarbe MOBpaTKa paceJbeHHX JIMIa Ha Te- 
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putopuyje Llyure u Waxymujana Ouna On ocTaBybeHa 3a HeKe KacHMje peroBope. 
(Zourabian 2006, 259) 


,llakeTHH” Tian cy ofOusM HM HaropHo-Kapabax u Asepbejian, a Jepmennja 
ce OWyuMsa 3a IWIaHCKH, ,,KOpak-Il0-Kopak” TlaH HarogOe. (Gasparyan 2019, 3) 
Taga mpezceaqHuKk JepmMenuje Jleson Tep-Hetpocjan 4. HopemOpa 1997. obja- 
BHO je 4laHak ,,PaT wiM Mup? Bpeme je 3a mpomulsbeHoct” (Inews.az 2018) y ko- 
Me Ha3HayaBa HeOMXOHOCT H3HalaxKeHa KOMIIPOMHca, Te KakO ONO3HUMja He On 
TpeOala Ja 3aBapaBa Hapoy MpHyama Ja MocToje ajITepHaTMBa KOMIIpoMMcy, jep je 
ajITepHaTuBa KOMIIpoMucy — pat. Tep-Iletpocjan je uctakao jo u Kako he Jepme- 
Huja u HaropHo-KapaOax oxpenyTu Wely MehyHapogHy 3ajeqHHuy mpoTuB cee, 
KaKO HeMajy CaBe3HHKa MOBOJOM IIMTaHba He3saBucHocTu HaropHor-KapaOaxa, Te 
KaKO MOry JoBecTH cebe y No3HuMjy Uperepane 3aBucHocTH of MomMohu Pycnje 
(The Jamestown Foundation 1997). Jlame, OH ucTHYe Kako je O10njae KoMnpomuca u BOherwe cTpateruje 
MaKCHMasIu3Ma HajOpxku HayHH O HOTMyHOr yHuuiTera Kapabaxa u noropuiaBawa cutTyauuje y JepMennju. (G asparyan 
2019, 3) Mehytum, Taj ,,kopak-ll0-Kopak” THM HarogzOe ofOujeH je of ctpane Ha- 
ropHor-Kapaobaxa y3 HaBolheme HeJOBOJbHUX Oe3beqHOCHUX TapaHuuja, a Tep- 
TletpocjaHoBsbeBa IpHBp2KeHOCT TOM IWlaHy oBella je 10 NouMTHUKe Kpu3e y Jep- 
MeHHju. To Je 3a Mocequily UMano octaBKy Tep-Iletpocjana y deOpyapy 1998, noK 
je Ha Yeo ApxKaBe WZoulao Pobept Kouapjan, Oust suyep HaropuHor-Kapabaxa. 
KouapjaH je UpomMeHHo pucTyn Koj je 3acTynao OnBuM mpeyceqHuK Tep- 
Tlerpocjau (ga JepMenuja HeMa uHTepeHuja y KOH(IMKTY, Te a je TO KOHIMKT 
uckJbyyuBo u3Mehy HaropHo-Kapabaxa u A3epOejiiaHa), MocTaBHBIIH ce TaKO ja 
3acTylia HHTepece u JepMenuje u HaropHor-Kapabaxa. Kao Tpu HeomxoyqHa pHH- 
ula W3qBoOjMa cy ce: 1. 3a0paHa BepTHKaIHor MoBe3suBatba U3Mehy A3epOejiana u 
HaropHor-Kapa6axa, Tako ya HaropHo-KapaOax He Moxe Ja Oye HoTUMHeH A3ep- 
OejuaHy; 2. rapanuuje OesbeqHocTH 3a Hapog HaropHor-Kapabaxa; u 3. o4yBarbe 
KOHTposie Ha] KOMHCHOM Be30M ca JepMeHujoM. (Zourabian 2006, 259) Hapeguu 
lipeqior u3HeT of crpaHe Munck Ipyne Ono je mpegyor u3 1998. roqMHe Ha3BaH 
TIIaHOM ,,3ajeqHH4Ke pxKaBe”, a HeroBa rilaBHa OMIMKa Ousia je Tepunucatbe of- 
Hoca Tako fa je HaropHo-KapaOax ApxKaBHa WemHHa y oOmMKy perlyOuMKe, Koja Ou 
WHHHIa 3ajeqHHuKy WpxaBy ca A3epOejaHom y oKBupy MelhyHapogHo UpH3Hate 
rpanuye. Mehytum, y opom miany HaropHo-Kapa6ax He 64 HMao HM TpHOuMKHO 
lipaBa KOJIHKO Y IPBOOHTHOM ,,IlaKeTHOM” IlJlaHy Kao WITO cy concTBeHe cHare. MH- 
TepeCaHTHO je H TO LITO OBaj MIAH He ypehyje uuTawe oOnactu Jlagun (Minsk Gro- 
up proposal ,,common state deal” 1998). 

C o63HpoM qa HujeqaH Of AoTayawiwux upesora Huje Ovo MIOAOHOCAH, 
2004. roquHe moKpenyT je T3B. [Ipauiku mpoec KojH je, 3a CBOjy OCHOBY, To_pa3y- 
MeBao Yellhe AHpekTHe cacTaHke 3BaHHYHHKa JepMennje u A3epbejiiana. Cymrruna 
caMHx liperoBopa Ousia je TajHa, aM cy WMak HocTojane Ha3Hake O (uHecama. 
A3epOejiiaH je CMaTpao Ja KOH@IMKT TpeOa OuTH peLlieH KOpaK M10 Kopak, Tako a 
ce jepMeHcKe Tpylle NoByky ca mo”py4ja u3BaH camor HaropHor-KapaOaxa, wITo Ou 
omoryhuio moppatak kyhu u30ermmyama, a LITO On, 3ay3BpaT, OMoryhus0 ycnocta- 
BJbalbe OnaTepasHUXx oWHOCca ca JepMeHHjOM HM pay Ha CKOHOMCKOM pa3BuTKy Ha- 
ropHor-Kapa6axa. Kpajiu ctaTyc peruje TpeOasio Ou peliHTH y yCOBHMa ToBepe- 
Ha WM KoonepauMje, 6e3 UKakBOr HelIpHjaTesecTBa. (Mehtiyev 2005, 15) Uneja je 
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Ousa fa Ou Tpebano Fohu fo HeKakBor AoroBopa, aKO He JO pelllaBarha Kpajwer 
cTaTyca, OHa Oapem O MexaHH3Ma IlyTeM Kojer Ou ce cTaTyc peo y Oyazyhuoc- 
TH. Kao KJbyYHH MeXaHH3aM 3a pelllaBalbe cTaTyca Ha UPHHUMIy ,,Kopak-0-Kopak” 
TijlaHa NojaBusia ce Ueja pePepeHAyma, Koja je ofToBapasia oOeMa CTpaHama ycliey, 
MoryhHocTH Tiacupama NpHHWna FOroBopa Ha %KeJbeHH Ha4HH CBOjMM Hapoyuna. 
JepMenHuja je HHCMcTUpasia Ha ToMe Ja On TakaB petbepeHAyM 3HayHo TpaBo Ha ca- 
MoOlIpeyesbere WTO OH MpeTXoAHIO He3aBucHocTu HaropHor-KapaOaxa, OK je, ca 
cylIpoTHe ctpaHe, A3epOejilaH HHCHCTupao Ha TOMe Ja He3aBHCHOCT He Ou Moruia Ja 
Oye Ucxoy pedepeHayMa U caMoorpeyesberha Beh Ja Ou OnsIO KakBa IpoMeHa rpa- 
HHIa 3aBMCHIa OA WpxaBHor petbepeHaAyMa a3epOejmaHckor Hapoga. (Zourabian 
2006, 262) 

TIlogetkom 2005. roguue, 25. janyapa, IlapnamentapHa ckynuiTHHa Capeta 
Espone ycsojusa je Pesomyunjy 1416 y oxpupy koje ce HaBOAM Kako je 3Ha4ajaH 
yeo Teputopuje A3epOejilaHa TO jepMeHCKOM OKyHalMjoM, Kao HM Wa celapaTuc- 
TH4Ke CHare KOHTpomMily peruon HaropHo-Kapabaxa (PACE, Doc. 10364). lame 
ce HaBOaH Kako JepMeHuja HapylaBa oOaBe3e Koje HMa Kao 4saHuia Capeta Espo- 
Tle, C OO3HpoM Ja OKyNalMja CIpaHe TepuTopHje MIpescTaBsba O3OMJBHY MoBpeyy THX 
oGaBe3a. Capet Epporie je 103Ba0 CaMOnpoKaMoBaHe BilacTH y HaropHo-Kapabaxy 
Ha y3pKaBakbe O7] paciiucuBatba u300pa, y3 NOACeTHHK Ja je 300r pata 3a Harop- 
Ho-KapaOax Bue Of MHJIMOH JIMua OusIO MpHHyheHo ja HallycTH cBOje TOMOBe 
(JIasuh, Jenmcapay Tpomuh, Jasuh 2011, 586), y3 no3suBate Ha cBojy mperopyKy 
1570 u3 2002. roquHe y Kojoj ce oOjamHaBa cuTyalMja paceybeHux ua (PACE, 
Doc. 9480). Ycneq Tewiko QocTwKHOr KoMpriomuca, Munck Ipyna OEBC-a go 
2006. Huje ycriena Wa ce HOMaKHe Ca MpTBe TaukKe y TperoBopuMa u3Mehy Jepmenu- 
je u AsepOejnana. (Cajuh 2006, 27) 

2007. rodune je Munck [pymna OEBC-a npeactaBunta oOema cTpaHama ripe- 
JIMMVHapHy Bep3Hjy OCHOBHHX UpHHuMia 3a pellaBawe cyKooda y Haropxo- 
KapaOaxy, IIpHTOM yKa3aBLIM Ha TO Ja OCHOBHH IIpHHUMMM lIpeyctaBlbajy KOMIIpo- 
MHC 3aCHOBaH Ha OfpeqOama XesICHHIIKOr 3aBPLIHOr akTa O HeKopuuthermy cuiie, 
TepHTOpHjasIHOM HHTerputety, jeqHakKuM IpaBuMa HW caMoorIpeszesbemy Haposa 
(Jlasuh, Jenucapay Tpoumh, Jasuh 2011, 588). pema T3B. ,.mMagpuHyqckuM TpHHun- 
IIMMa” WIecT esIeMeHaTa peliaBarha KOHIIMKTa MoypasyMeBajy: |. noBpaTak Tepu- 
Topuja Koje ce Hasla3e oko HaropHor-Kapabaxa nog KoHTpomy A3epOejiana; 2. 
ogpehuBate mpuBpemenor cratyca HaropHor-KapaOaxa y3 o6e30ehuBarwe Oe30er- 
HOCHHX rapaHuja Wu rapanywja caMoynpaBbaba; 3. Kopuzop Koju Ou MoBe3ao Jep- 
MeHujy ca HaropHo-Kapadaxom; 4. ogpehusate Oygzyher Kpajwer ctratyca Harop- 
Hor-KapaOaxa TlyTeM lpaBHooOaBes3yjyher u3pa3a BOoJbe; 5. mpaBo CBHX HHTepHo 
paceJbeHHXx JIMUa HM M30ermMya Ha WOBpatak; u 6. MehhyHapogHe Oe30emHOCHeE rapaH- 
yHje Koje Ou yKJbyaMBasle ollepalujy ovyBaHa Mupa. (Kocharyan 2016, 16) Umar, 
3a IIpeTHocTaBuHTH je Za Hehe Bohn go TeputTopujamHe npomene A3epbejiiana win 
MehyHapoyHor lpv3HaBaina ,,PeryOmuke HaropHo-KapaOax”, ocuM yKoIMKO A3ep- 
OejlaH OWIy4H Wa ce ofpekHe papa Ha HaropHo-Kapa6ax. cto Tako, 6e3 o63upa 
Ha TogpuiKy JepmMenuje Hapozy HaropHor-Kapabaxa, JepMennja ce ogpekia mpu- 
Mepa T3B. ,,PemtyOmuKke Kocopo” kao mpeceyaHa 3a JOOnjame He3aBucHocTu Harop- 
Hor-KapaOaxa. (Fabry 2012, 670) 
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Pycnja je opraHv30Balla TpvlaTepasiHe CaMHTe y KOjHMa cy y4ecTBOBAaJIN 
Tipegctapnuuu Asepbejyana u JepmMenuje. IIppu TakaB caMuT opraHH30BaH je 2. 
HoBeMOpa 2008. roguHe y Mocsku. Tom MpHIMKoM je MOTMHcaHa Wekiapaluja Ko- 
jom cy o6e cTpaHe noTBpgaue ga he mpu pemapawy nutawa HaropHor-Kapabaxa 
MOWTOBATH OMWTa Hauesa MehyHapogzHor upaBa. (Jlasuh, Jenucapay Tpoumh, Ja- 
3h 2011, 589) Y camoj qexnapanjH ce HaBoqH Kako he cBe cTpaHe paquTH Ha TH- 
tay Haropuor-KapaOaxa kpo3 4upeKtTaH Anjanor usmehy JepMennje u A3epbejna- 
Ha 110, WOKpoBuTesbcTBOM Mnuuck Ipyne, tako qa he TexuTu moOojbuIaby cHTya- 
uuje y JyxHom Kapka3y 4 ycnoctaBlbalby CTaOMIHOCTH HM Oe30eMHOCTH y perHouy 
Kp03 HOJMTHYKO MopaBHarwe KoHdsuKta. Jae ce y TekiapalujH ucTH4e 3Hayaj 
MeyMjaTopcKux Hamopa Munck Ipyne, kako 64 MHpoBHH cllopa3yM TpeOao OuTH 
tipaheH mpaBHoobaBe3yjyhum rapanunjama. Ilorsphyje ce Kako he mpegceqHuun 
JepmMenuje u A3epOejiiana HacTaBHTH Ja payle Ha W3Hallaxkery pellierba UH, Ha Kpajy, 
WCTHYe Ce BaXKHOCT MOACTHUawba MOBOJbHUX YCJIOBa 3a ClIpoBohere Mepa 3a urpal- 
HY TloBeperba y KOHTeKCTY Hallopa 3a pelaBate KoHdsuKta (The President Of The 
Republic Of Armenia 2008). Y cymrrunn, ,.Mockoscka Jekslapaunja” Huje ToHea 
HHIITa peBoyUMOHAapHO y Moriexy MUpOBHor Mpoueca. Ona je BULIe CHMOOMYKOr 
3Ha4aja, OMHOCHO, 3a Pycujy mpeyctaBsba WoOap TIP nore3 nyTeM Kojer Moxe Ja ce 
IipeyicTaBu OCTaTKy cBeTa y yJIO3H MHPOTBOpa a He arpecopa, Te 4a Mocksa nper- 
cTaBJba WeCHTpasIHOr akTepa y pellaBarby jyKHOKaBKacKHx KOH*sMKata. (Ismailzade 
2008, 3) 

HakoH OoKMBJbaBalba KOHIIMKTa 27. certTemOpa 2020. u pata Koj je Tpajao 
ulecT Heyesba, 10. HoBpemOpa 2020. roqMHe AoMI0 je Ho cnopa3yma mpeyBoheHor 
Pycnjom, Tako qa cy mugepu Pycuje, Jepmennje u A3zepbejiiana noTnucamM 3ajer- 
HHYKY H3jaBy O Mpexuzy pata y HaropHo-Kapabaxy. Cnopa3ym Tpeda TyMayHTH 
Kao mobeny Asepbejiiana, oMHOCHO Topas JepMena y paty (BBC 2020). Kapaxtepu- 
CTHKe cllopa3yMa cy TakBe Jja he o6e crpaHe ocTaTH Ha TpeHYTHMM MoO0%*KajuMa y3 
pa3MeHy paTHHx 3apoOJbeHHkKa, a CBM TpaHcHopTHH 4BopoBH Ouhe WeOsoKupanu. Y 
KapaOaxy, Wy KOHTAKT JIMHUje U Lyx Kopupzopa, Ouhe pasmemiTeHe pycke cHare — 
ykymHo 1960 yan, Koju he Outu pacnopehuBann MapaemHo ca NoBsaderem jep- 
MeHcKe BojcKke. Pycku KOHTHHTeHT he octaru y HaropHo-Kapabaxy HapeqHux eT 
TOAMHa, Ca AYTOMATCKHM OOHAaBJbarheM MHCHje aKO HujeqHa CTpaHa y pOKy Of WecT 
MeCeLIH TIpey, HCTeK poKa He 3aTpaxKH HHUXOBO TOBayerbe, a Onhe (opmupaH HU pyc- 
KO-TYpCKH 3aj€@qHH4KH UeHTap 3a KOHTpoJly upeKuga BaTpe (CnyTHuK CpOonja 
2020). JepMenuja he Bparutu pernone Kesmadap u Jlagun A3epOejuany, qoK fhe 
JlauHHckH KOpuyop octTaTu y pykama JepMena, Kako 6u ce obe36egnIIa Besa JepMe- 
Huje u HaropHor-Kapadaxa. JepMenuja fo 20. HopemMOpa 2020. roqMHe Mopa ja 
mpeya u Argamckn u feo Ta3axckor perMoua Koj TpeHyTHO Apxu. buhe pasBujen 
TlaH 3a U3rpayqwy HoBe caoOpahajHuue y3 JlawuHcku Kopuypop, Koja he o6e3bequTH 
Besy CremaHakepta u JepMenuje u Ha Oj he OuTH pacntopeheH pyckH KOHTHHTeHT, 
ok he A3epOejiian rapanHToBaTH Oe30eQHOCT MpeBo3a y JaYHHCKOM KOpHyopy CBHM 
I[MBHJIMMa. CBe eKOHOMCKe HM caoOpahajHe Be3e Ouhe WeOnoKUpaHe. JepMeHnyja fe 
oGe3sbequTH caoOpahajHe Bese u3mMehy 3anaqHux enoBpa AsepOejyaHa u 
HaxunBaHcke ayTOHOMHe peryOmuke, a KOHTpoy he BpuimTu pycke Tpyme. oper 
Tora he, no Zoropopy, OutTu usrpahene HoBe caoOpahajHuue u3mehy 3anaqHux je- 
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sopa A3epOejiaHa u HaxuupancKe ayTOHOMHe perlyOunKe. M36ermuue he ce Bpatu- 
TH y cBoje oMoBe y HaropHo-Kapabaxy, wiTo he KOHTposMcaTH BUCOKH TpeycTaB- 
HuK YH 3a w30ermmue (CiyTHuK Cponja 2020). Wpegceguux Pycnje Bnagumup 
IlytuH moTmucao je yKa3 0 (opMHpawy xyMaHuTapHor WeHTpa 3a Haropxo- 
Kapa6Oax ca IHJbeM OOHaBJbalba WMBUJIHe HHpactTpyKtType y TOM perMony, Tpyrka- 
mY TOMOhv cTaHOBHHUMMa HW NoBpatKa u30eruMia, y3 allel Ha HacTaBak capaybe 
ca Muuck rpyniom (CrytHuk Cpouja 2020). 


Kocoso u Meroxuja — npaBHu cTatyc A Anjasor 3a H3HaJaKerwe pewiewa 


JJaH HakoH noTMMca KyMaHoscKor cnopa3yma 9. jyHa 1999. roquHe u TO 
okoHyamy HATO 6bombapzoBara CP Jyrocnapuje, Capet Oe30eqHocTu YH je 10. 
jyHa 1999. roqnmHe ycBojuo Pesonyunjyy 1244 (UNSC, S/RES/1244), a kao rnaBHn 
UHJbeBM HaBoye ce cMeLITaHe Kocopa uv Metoxuje nog upHBpemeny yupasy OYH 
(YHMHK), 3arum dopmuparte opsauihenux MupoBHHX cHara mpeyzBoheHe HATO 
ajmMjaHcoM (K@MOP), ouyBate mehyHapoguor Mupa, Oe30enHOcTH MH OcHTypaBarbe 
cnoOoyqHOr MoBpatTka u30ersIMla HU pacesbeHUXx IMIa y cBoje ZOMoBe; CpOnju je 
OCTaBJbeHba MOryhHocT fla BpaTH cBOje HHCTHTyHMje Kaya ce 3a TO CTeKHY yCJIOBH 
(Bnaya PC 3a KuM, Pe3onyunja Cb YH 1244). Y ocuosn, Pe3omnyuuja 1244 npen- 
cTaBJba MehyHapodHoO paBHy OCHOBYy 3a pellaBale KOCOBCKOr HTarba. Cponija, 
KaO HM MHOre pyre ApxKaBe uaHHue OYH, Harmauiapajyy Kako Pe3omyunja 1244 
ocTaje 1paBHo oOaBe3yjyha 3a cBe cTpaHe (PTB 2020). 


Jlona3ak MehyHapogHMXx cHara M MHCTHUTyUMja MehyHapogue ympase 10. jyHa 
1999. Ha Kocmet Huje pelo mpoOsiem, Tako ya cy, of Taya ma cBe Wo 2004. ronu- 
He, IIpeoctasM KOcoBcKH CpOu Hu Apyro craHOBHUWTBO Ha Kocosy u Metoxnju koje 
Huje MOLpxKaBaslo CKCTPCMHCTHYKO-cellapaTHCTH4Ke TexkHe OMIM MpHMopaHH Ha 
HCeJbee H3 CBOJHX JOMOBa. YHUUTaBaHa je KyJITypHa OalliTHHa, MasbeHe WPKBe H 
MaHacTupH; jeqHOM peujy, WeBacTupaHo je cBe WTO je UpescTaBsbao KyJITypHo- 
HCTOpHjcKy TeKOBHHY cplicKor ApywiTBa Koja je rajeHa BeKoBuMa (Braga PC 3a 
KuM, Maptoscku norpom 2004. roquHe). Y ToM lepHory yHuuITeHO je oxo 117 
CplicKHX KyJITYpHUX WOOapa, yruiaBHOM UpKBH HW MaHacTupa, LITO je IPOWIO roToBo 
He3allaxkeHO y CBCTCKMM OKBMPMMa, H3y3eB KpHTHKa Of cTpaHe CpOonje, [puke u 
Pycnje. (baraxosuh 2008, 266) Ucto Tako, cucTeMaTcKU cy pylIeHH MW yKjlaHaHH 
oOjeKTH CplicKe CBeTOBHe apxHTeKType, a HapO4HTO BaCTeIMHCKM JBOPUM, rpayo- 
BH, yTBphera u TBphaBe u3 cpeyHer Beka. (Crenuh 2005, 189) Kyamunauuja Tak- 
BOr HaclJba MH eTHHYKOr Ynuhera OF cTpaHe allOaHcKHXx EKCTpeMHCTa HacTymMsa je 
y T3B. ,.Maptosckom llorpomy”, gorahajy koju ce ofurpao og 17. go 19. mMapta 
2004. roquHe, 3a 4YHjH MOBO KOCOBCKM MeMjH HaBose Hecpehy y Kojoj cy ce yTo- 
Wa TpH amOaHcKka Weuaka y WOpy, y ceny YUadpa y WoOapcxom Konaumuy (Jjanac 
2020). 

, MapToBcKH MOrpoM” OJHEO je HEKOJHKO JeCeTHHa KUBOTA, PakbeHO je BHLLTe 
CTOTHHa ocoGa, poTepaHo BHIe Of YeTHpH xHJbaye CpOa u Apyrux HeaOanana, 
3allaJbeHo Bue of 800 HHXOBUX JOMOBa HM pa3pyleHoO WIM TewIKO owTeheHo 35 
TipaBoclaBHHX XpaMOBa HM CIOMeHHKa KysIType (Buaga PC 3a KuM, Maptoscku 
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torpom 2004. roquue). Hacnsbe koje ce Taya Aorogus0 MoKa3as10 je Wa MocTojehe 
HOKpajHHcKe HHCTUTyUMje, KaO HH MHCTHTyWMje MelhyHapogHe yipaBe, Hcy UcrIy- 
Hue CBO] 3aqaTaK onpehen Pesonyuujom 1244, c oO3Hpom ya Hucy omoryhuste 
CTBapHoO (PYHKUMOHHCatbe VM MOCTOjae MYJITHKYITYpasHOr APyWITBa y jy2KHOj cpri- 
cKO] mNokpajHHu. Hakonw Hepefa og mMapta 2004. roguHe Kontakt rpyna CbhYH, 
caunwbena of, Bemuke bputannje, PpanuycKe, Hemauxe, Utannje, Pycuje u CALL, 
Tovele cy fa ce pa3MMMOnIa3e OKO TIHTatba WITa Jasbe YUMHUTH, CMaTpajyhu ja 
caMo Yekarbe Ja Kocozpo uciyHH ,,cTaHyapye mpe ctaryca” Hehe OuTH JOBOJbHO u 
qa cy kocosckn AjOaHuM OMIM CBe HECTpIJbUBHJM 300Fr Ofarakha y HallpeqoBarby 
Ka He3aBHCHOCTH Koje cy o4ekHBasIM Kao Ucxox HATO uutepBenynje. Y Tom nepu- 
ony je u Tenepamuu cexpetap YH 3amosmo Oupsuter PuHCKOor MpezceqHHka Maptu- 
ja AxtTucapuja Ja npexBouu Mpouec WyTeM kKojer Ou ce AOMIIO Wo cllopa3yMa Oo cTa- 
tycy Kocosa. (Gallucci 2001, 4) ,,Pesymrat” cBera Tora Ovo je man duHcKor QH- 
TIoMaTe HM chelujatHor w3acnaHuKa YH Maptuja Axtucapuyja u3 2007. rogue, 
KOjH Je HpezBuyeo Kocoso kao MyJITHETHHYKO JpylITBO y KOM OH Ce Bpllere BuIac- 
TH 3aCHMBaIO Ha je{HakOCTH CBHXx rpahana, y KoM On Onna MpegBuhena wupoKa 
ayTOHOMHja 3a Cprlicke OMLITHHe y3 myHy Bact IIpuurrune (HCIIM 2018). Wako je 
Capet 6e36eqHocTu YH, Hakou pyckor BeTa, of0alHMO maH, HnaK, Maptu Axtuca- 
pu je CBOjMM ipeyoroM jacHo aslyqupao Ha WBe cTBapH: UpBo - Wa 3a KuM Hema 
tloppatka y Cponjy, 4 Apyro — ya ce craOusHocT jyroncroune Espore Moxe nocTH- 
fh caMo ako 3a CBe TIOCTOJH jacHa MepcieKTHBa Y JEMOKpaTCKHM OKBUpHMa, Te 1a, 
yKOUMKO MehyHapogHa 3ajeqHuua Ofy4u Wa cyleqM aH, OHa MOpa HacTynaTH 
ayTOPHTaTHBHO H OJVIy4HO, He Upesajyhu of pearoBatba y cily4ajy JUCKpuMMHaLHyja 
WIM HeMOWITOBawa UpHHuMna fa Kocopo Oye MysTHeTHHYKO ApymuTBo (Lmut 
2007). [nan je, w3mMehy ocranor, mpezBuhao popmupatse LiecT HOBHX WIM TpouH- 
PeHHX cplickux ommuTHHa Ha Kocosy, kao HW MpollMpene OMMITHHCKe HalIexKHOCTH, 
3aTHM (OpMUpakbe 4eTpAeceT eT 3alITHTHMX 30Ha OKO Haj3HayajHvjHx UpKaBa, 
MaHacTupa HM MCTOpHjCKHX ClOMeHHKa, Kao H MehyHapodHOr WHBUIHOr NpeycTas- 
HuKa HU MehyHapogqHO BOJHO MpucycTBo. Tafaumbu ued KoopgunauMonor WeHTpa 
3a KuM HeOdojma Yosuh je Taj mia OWeHHO Kao ,,.MMHy 3aBecy”, 43a Koje ce Kpu- 
mo de facto bopMupake ycTaBa T3B. PeryOsuKe Kocopo, ofHOCHO, Ja je TO Ousa 
lipegqurpa 3a He3saBucHoct (JbyOucaBsbesuh, bexuh 2020). 

17. deOpyapa 2008. rogmHe ckynuTuHa Kocosa ycsaja ,,Jlexnapanjy 0 He- 
3aBucHocTn’”’. Iloprnapom Crejr qenaptTmMenta, Lon Makopmak, u3jaBuo je qa cy 
CAJ] ,,1puMuuie kK 3Halby” TakBy OJIyKy, OK je Pycuja owiTpo ocyzusa OBy OAIyKy 
(Kocoscxa xpoHosoruja 1974-2017, 49). Ja noctoje wHTepecH BeIMKHX cua y 
cayuajy KocoBa Moxe ce 3aKJbyYHTH WM TO TOMe WITO Ce Ha HeMaJIOM Opojy KOCOB- 
ckux kyha, nope amOaHcke, Hasla3H MH aMepHyKa 3acTaBa. HemocpeqHo mpeg, camo- 
liporsiatiewe He3aBucHocTu Kocosa, CjequweHe AMepuuke J[pxaspe (PuHaHcupasie 
cy KOHKype 4Hju je HCxoy ONO Wu3ajH *#KyTO-mIaBe 3actaBe Kocosa. (Taylor 2008, 
278) 26. deOpyapa je Ha BaHpezHO] cenqHuM Bnane CpOuje qoHeTa omsyKa a ce 
IIpOTHB je{HOCTpaHor Mporsawiewa HesaBucHocTH Kocopa ycnpoTHBu CBUM IIpaB- 
HMM VW JMMIOMaTCKHM cpeycTBuMa (Kocoscka xpoHonoruja 1974-2017, 50). To je 
pe3yJITHpaio ycBajatbem Pe3omyuuje Penepamue ckynuituHe YH 63/3 o7 8. oxToOpa 
2008. roquHe, KojoM ce Tpaxn og MehyHapoguor cya mpaByze a Wa cBo] cTaB y 
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Be3H Ca IIpormalieHeM He3aBHCHOCTH, OAHOCHO Ja JIM je OHO ONNIO y cKNay ca 
MehyHapogwHuM mupasom (UNGA, A/RES/63/3). CaperoqaBHo Mulbere MCII of 
22. jyna 2010. oueHuo je Wa mpormaliee He3aBHCHOCTH Huje OuIO MpoTHBHO 
MelhyHapowHOM Upasy, Pesomyunju 1244, kao Hu IpHBpeMeHOM yCTaBHOM OKBHpy 
Ha Kocopy, WITO je, HapaBHO, OHIO y cynpoTHOcTH c OHHM ITO je beorpay 
oyvekuBao (Munomesuh 2010). Tejano Muposuh y cBom payly W3HOCH cTaB O HH3y 
ompaByaBajyhux Teopyja (,,1paBHHx akpoOaTHkKa”, KakO Hx Ha3HBa bpanKo Paxuh) 
Koje cy MocyxKMe Kao ,,11paBHH OCHOB” 3a IIpH3Hatbe Kocosa. 3a mpHMep OH y3HMa 
w3jaBy cTamHor cygquje MCI Lejmca Kpodopaa, Koju je 3acrynao cTaB Ja je mpo- 
Tiamewe Kocopa y cklafy ca MehyHapowHHM mpaBom, a koja ruiacu: ,,AKO 
MehyHapoyHO TpaBo He Jaje HHKaKBO T1paBo Ha jeHOCTpaHy cellecujy H3BaH KOJIO- 
HHjasIHOr KOHTeKCTAa, a 10 MOM MHUbemY OHO TO He UHHH — Oa je jeqMHu HadHH 
Ha KOjH Heka lesIMHa MOxe jeqHOCTpaHo ja ce OTIeMH MpHMeHa TpayquuMoHaHOor 
CpeJICTBa Koje ce cacToju y mobequ y paTy 3a He3aBHCHOCT — kao WTO je banruayeur 
yunuuo 1970-71, y3 nomoh Wuguyje...” (Muposuh 2014, 997) Haxon jequoctpanor 
Iiporsaliewa He3aBHCHOCTH YcIeAMO je TPOrOAMMHU UpeKHyA OusIO KaKBOr WHyjaso- 
ra u3Mehy beorpaga u IIpuurtnne. Tenepanna cxynuituna YH 9. centemOap 2010. 
yYCBOjHla Je pesoulyUMjy 0 pasBojy WHjallora 7Be cTpaHe yTeM WHcKycuje 0 OpojHuM 
THTawuMa, WTO he uMaTH yTHUaja Ha HHxXOBO TpHsApyxuBarwe EY (Lpetkosuh 
2010). 


Vnak, Tex je 8. Mapta 2011. Ha wHcucTupare EY (a y3 nogzpuiky CAJI) ot- 
Toveo AHjalor O TEXHHYKHM MMTawHMa, 4YHjH je UMJb TpeOao OuTH Mobos Mame 
ctatyca rpalhana Ha Kocosy. IIppe yetTupu pyHae HUCy pe3ysITHpasie KOHKpeTHHM 
oroBopuMa, Beh cy Ha HUMa AOroBapasIn Hayela U IpHHUMMM Anjanora. Y mero} 
PYHM MOCTHrHYTH Cy AOroBopH Oo cOOOAM KpeTaHa M MATHYHMM KEbHTaMa, y UWec- 
TO] PyHAM WperoBopa NOCTHrHYTH Cy JOroBopH O LapHHCKMM IeyaTHMa H KaTacTpy, 
a y OKBUpy ceyjMe pyHye ycaralieH je JOroBop O IpH3HaBalhy YHHBep3HTeTCKUX 
qumioma. Y HapeqHO] pyHAM MOcTHTHyT je JOroBop 0 HHTerpHcaHoM yiipaBsbaby 
TpaHulama/ayMHMHUCTpaTHBHuM JIMHWjaMa, a y PyHAM HaKOH He - ZoroBop ja he 
Kocopo yuecTBoBaTH Y CBMM BHAOBHMa pervouasHe capagiwe. TexHH4KH AHjasior 
Ovo je OF BeJIMKOr ycriexa, H y3 Mequjaunjyy EY, qonpHHeo oTKIamamy OpojHux 
aJMHHMCTpaTHuBHHXx HM TpouesypasHux mpoOsema, KojH cy ontepehusasu rpahane 
Ha JH€BHOM HHBOy ca 06e cTpaHe aqMHHMCTpaTuBHe JMHHJe. J[ujanor je ycrieo fa 
oGe30egu MyHy cioboxy KpeTama JIMua u poba, am HM MOoryhHocT 3a peam3aunyjy 
OCHOBHHX [paBa Be3aHHX 3a JIMYHH cTaTyc rpahaHa WM WHXOBy MMOBHHY. 
(DykaHosuh 2013, 366-372) Haxon u360pa y Cpouju onpxann 2012. roguue, 19. 
OKTOOpa HcTe TOAMHeE HacTaBJbajy ce TIperoBopu O HOpMasIM3alHjH MocpeqCTBOM 
EY y3 mpesia3ak ca TEXHHYKHX Ha MOJMTHYKa WMTawa, Tako Ja je Beh y Apyroj pyH- 
TM MOMMTMYKOL WMjalora MOCTHTHYT AOrOBop O HMeHOBay HM TocTaBlbaby Odu- 
lupa 3a Be3y, WHjM he ocHOBHH 3ayaTak ONTH Aa pellaBajy ofpehena oTBOpeHa TH- 
Taba y TOKY clipoBohera MocTHrHyTHXx AoroBopa u3Mehy beorpaga u Ipuurrune 
(Kocoscka xpouosioruja 1974-2017, 57). 


Kpajem 2012. u noyeTKom 2013. roquHe CpOnja je npey3ena 3HayajHy Ciosb- 
HOMOIHTHYIKY HHMUMjaTuBy Besany 3a PopMupare 3ajeqHulle CplckKHX OMMITHHAa Ha 
Kocosy. To je Ouso jeqHo Of OCHOBHHX Mosa3HUITa 3a HacTaBak AMjasora ca Ipu- 
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UITHHOM, a pe3ysITHpaso je ycBajatem ,,Pe3souyuMje 0 OCHOBHMM IIpHHuuMIMMa 3a 
MOJIMTH4Ke pasroBope ca IpeyzcTaBHuuuMa IIpuppemeHux HHCTHTyUMja CaMoyripaBe 
Ha Kocospy u Metoxujn” 13. janyapa 2013. rogqune o9 crpane Hapogue ckynuiTHHe 
PenyoOmuke Cponje (Pe3somryunja Hapogue cxynmtune 2013). Ycnequo je Hu3 TIpe- 
roBopa. PesyiTaT WeBeTe pyHye peropopa, ofpxaHe 13. anpuna 2013. roquue y 
Bpucesy, Ousto je noctu3awe ,.JIppor chopa3yMa 0 MpHHIMMMMa KOjH pery My 
HOpMaJIM3alljy OAHOCa” WIM KOUOKBHjaHo ,,bpucesicKor ciopa3yMa”, MOTIHcaHor 
c HaMepoo ,,HOpMaIH3auje” ofHoca u3Mehy beorpaga u IIpuurtnue, Koju je mpes- 
Biuhao dopMuparwe 3ajeqHuye BehwHcKM cplickux omuTHHa. Opa 3ajequnua On, 
Tope, YeTHpH OMWITHHE CeBepa, yKIbyIMBasla U NWojeqMHe OMLITHHeE HacesbeHe cpri- 
CKMM 2KMBJbeM y IeHTpasIHuM JemoBuMa Kocosa. (HhykaHosnh 2013, 373) bpuces- 
CKH AMjasor je Wociry2xKHO KaO KOpHCTaH HHCTpyMeHT 3a IIpeKHatwe status quo-a, 
TloceOHo Ha ceBepy Kocosa, HW mpescTaBJba TaBHH MoKpeTay mMpoweca HOpMasn3a- 
lwje, oMoryhaBajyhu u apyre MexaHv3Me MOMyT HeKOMKO HeopMasIHUX OusaTe- 
PauIHHXx aKTHBHOCTH, yKJby4yjyhu MehycoOue mocete u3mMehy cpricKHx HW KOCOBCKHX 
3BaHH4HHKa, KaO M He*PopMasIHe aKTHBHOCTH u3Mehy wlaHoBa MapjlaMeHata MW WH- 
BHJIHOr ApyurBa. [raBHu WHIbeBH Cllopa3syMa OusIM cy JeMOHTHpawe MHCTHTyUHja 
cuctema CpOuje Ha KuM u nuterpucatse 3anlocieHux y HHCTHTyUMje cuctema Ko- 
coBa, Kao H MOHYya OApehenHor HuBOa CaMOyIIpaBe KOCOBCKHM Cp6uma Kpo3 dop- 
Mupabbe 3ajeqHuue 3a eceT OMMTHHa ca BehHHCKHM CpIICKHM CTaHOBHHLITBOM. 
Cnopa3yM je, oped ocHuBatba 3ajeqHMe, Kao KJby4He eJIeMeHTe TIpexBUAeco u 
WHTerpalMjy UpHnawqHuka cplickux Oe30eqHOCHUX CTpyKTypa y KOCOBCKy NOsMUMy 
WM MHTerpauMjy upaBocyha y npaBHu oKBup Kocopa, opraHu30Bate u300pa y 
YeTHPH OMLITHHe Ha ceBepy, 3aTHM OfpeyOe Be3aHe 3a TeIeKOMyHHKalnjy (qo0u- 
jate no3MBHor Opoja Kocosa) uw eHepreTHKy, Kao HW jeqHy UpHIM4HO alicTpakTHy 
oGaBe3y, Koja riacu ya beorpay u I[puuruna Hehe On0KupatTu, HUTH OxpabpuBaTH 
pyre Wa On0Kupajy Hatlpeyak Apyre ctpaHe Ha HHXoBOM MyTy Ka EY. (Camm, Ho- 
BakoBuh 2017, 4-6) [papa npupoga u caypxuHa Cnopa3yma moKa3asie cy ce Kao 
cnopHe, a jeqHa of mpHMeqOu u KpHTuKa Ha payyH Cropa3ymMa OWHOCHIIa ce Ha 
TYMaYerbe Ja JIM je HeroBMM NOTHMMCHBaHbeM CpOnja pH3Hala He3saBucHocT Koc- 
Meta. Oymax Tpe6a pehu kako bpucesicKu cnopa3yM Huje MelhyHapowHH yroBop, 
MelyTHM, y Be3H HeroBe MpaBHe mpupose Tpeba pehu Ja ,,paBHa Npupoya jeqHor 
akTa He CTOJjH Y AMpeKTHO] KOHOTAaLMjH WpaBHux MocueqMya Koje Upou3BogH. CBe u 
ya jecte yTBpheno ga je bpucescKku ciopa3yM MO cBOjo] MpaBHoj] mpHpogu 
MehyHapogHu yroBop, TO He Ou 3HayMO ipso facto Ja je HUMe H3BPUIeHO TIpH3Ha- 
we Kocosa u Metoxuje. Jep, MehyHapoqHH yroBop MOry 3aKJby4HTH HM TIpHBpeme- 
HH, Kpibu cyOjekTu MehyHapogHor MpaBa, IpoTekTopaTu, ycTaHHyM Kao 3apahene 
cTpaHe — y OHOM OOuMy cyOjeKTMBHTeTa Hy MaTepHjH MehyHapogHor IpaBa ciipaM 
KallallutTeta cyOjekTHBuTeTa Kojn Hocenyjy.” (Lypnax 2015, 301) 

Busi0 Kako Os, pe Hero LITO O6e cTpaHe 3anl04Hy HOBM Ipolec MperoBopa, 
Mopajy HCcIyHHTH o”penGe MpezBHhene BpucesicKuM ciopa3yMoM y HOTITYHOCTH, 
WITO uMiIMUMpa Za Wpuwirina Mopa ycrioctaBuTH 3ajeqHMLy CplicKHx OMLITHHA, a 
ya Beorpax Mopa MMIIeMeHTupaTH eHepreTcKH cnopa3yM. (Iaum, Hospaxosuh 
2017, 8) Y nmorneny Tora, 3HayajHo je ycBajawe ,,[ Juana o uMiIemMeHTayHjn bpu- 
celicKor ciopa3yMa’”’, noTuucaHor 16. jyHa 2013. roqunHe, Koju IpeazBuha moctTeneHo 
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cnpoBohere cnopa3yma MW faje poKoBe oOema cTpaHaMa Kako Ou IIpeyy3ese of- 
pehene, JoroBopeHe Mepe H 3aKOHOZaBHe Mpouezype, payu cipoBohera ciopa3yma 
y motTuyHoctu (HCIIM 2013). Mehyrum, mpyimkomM MMIIeMeHTalHje ciopa3syma 
cy Ha NOBpWIMHY M3poHHIM NpoOsemu KOjH ce TH4Yy cTaTycHor WHTaHwa Kocosa: 
Buactu y beorpaay cy y UMMmiemeHtaunjn bpucesickor cllopa3yMa MHCMcTupasie Ha 
HCTOBO] ,,cCTaTYCHO}] HeyTpasHocTn”’, ZoK cy y [puwirnnu Ha cropa3yM rieqas kao 
Ha MOryhHocT 3a ycHlocTaBJbake TOTHYHe BIacTH HM CyBepeHocTH Ha ceBepy Koco- 
Ba. (byKaHosnh 2013, 378) On 2015. roquHe Maso Tora je yaHHeHo U AMjayor je 
3acTao, HOTHOMOrHYT HH30M Jorahaja u cyKoOJbaBakba KOJM Cy WOMNpMHesM ypyuia- 
Baby OJHOCA, Kao LITO Cy BO3 Ca TopyKoM ,,Kocoso je CpOnja”, Koj je KpeHyo 3 
Beorpaga 3a Kocoscxy Mutposuny 14. janyapa 2017, ma je 3ayctaBsbeH y Palko] 
300r OMacHOCTH fla AoBeye To o30HJbHUX HHUMAeHaTa (Mucajnep 2018). 3atum ce 
jecuo yOuctBo Onmpepa MBanosuha 16. janyapa 2018. rogquHe y ceBepHoM Jelly 
Kocosckxe Mutposuue (Jlanac 2020), kao u xamileme UM mpoTepHBarbe ca Kocosa 
Mapka Dypuha, upextopa kanuesapuje 3a Kocospo u Mertoxnyy 26. mapra 2018. 
romuHe (JlIanac 2020). Kpajem aprycta 2018. ronuuHe y AmnOaxy, y Ayctpyyjn, cac- 
Tamm cy ce Anexcanyap Byyuh u Xamum Tauu u y erap nycTuHM upejy oO ,,KopeK- 
uj rpanuua” koja Ou Mora fa Oye Kopak yHaripey ka MoOosbUIawy OnHOCa. VMa- 
KO HHCY TIpeuwu3upasiv O KakBO] OH Ce KOpeKUMjH paqus0, MOxKe ce NpeTMocTaBuTH 
qa cy WBojMua Hepa MMayia Ha yMy Wpegajy cepepHor Kocosa ca cpricKom Behn- 
HoM beorpagzy, 40K Ou Kocozpo moro foOuTH oKpyre ca BehHHCKHM ajIOaHCKHM 
2%KUBIbeM y WouMHH IIpemesa. O o30uJbHOCTH HaMepe TOBOpH HM u3jaBa XaliHma 
Taunja a je Kocopo ofmy4Ho fa nocturHe oOaBe3yjyhu npaBHu clopa3ym ca Cp- 
OvjOM H Ja je WpaBo Bpeme 3a TO. OTBOpeHOcT 3a HAejy ucTakKye cy u AycTpuja u 
Cjequmene Amepuuxe J[poxaBe, kao 1 BUCOKH 3BaHH4YHHK EY Degepuxa Morepunn 
(Gray and Heath 2018). 3HayajHy mpenpexy y Aujanory mpezctaBao je u 
yBoheme Takce o7| cTpaHe Kocosa y BucuHu of 100% Ha npou3Bore H3 CpOuije, mITO 
je pe3yntTupano vu3jaBom AmeKkcaHapa Byuuha ya Hehe OuTH Jasber Aujanora WOK 
rom Kocopo He ykuHe Taj HametT. (Russell 2019, 3) Haxou Butte of 20 mecerm u 
ykuylarha Takcu of, 100% Ha mpon3Bore u3 Cpouje, 16. 07. 2020. je y bpucemy Hac- 
TaBJbeH [Wjaslor O HOpMasM3alHjH oFHOca. OW crTpaHe mpeyctraBHuka Epporicke 
YHuje 3a CIOJbHY NOJIMTHKY HM CHrypHocHa mutatba, 7Ko3ed) bopesa (Llanu 2020) 3a 
TlocpeyqHuka y Qujasory uMeHoBaH je Mupocsas Jlajyax,. Hapeguu cactanak 13- 
Mehy beorpaga u IIpuuitune ofp xxao ce 27. aprycta 2020. roquHe, a Teme pa3roBo- 
pa Ovsie cy mHTawa HecTaIMx, paceJbeHHX HM CKOHOMCKHX ogHoca. IIperoBopu cy 
OLeHeHH Kao TeCWIKH WH HCKOHCTpyKTHBHH. Jlenerauuja [Ipuurrune cmatpana je qa 
Beorpay, ofyroplaun mpouec yia3sehu y TexHWY4Ke JjeTaJbe MH WMHCHCTMpa Kako ce 
Hehe Bpahatu ua ,,Beh JoroBopeHo”, OAHOCHO CITyUITaTH Ha ,,TeXHH4YKU HBO”, Beh 
qa je WHJb MocTu3aHe MehycoOuor mpu3Hawa. beorpay ofTopapa a cy TH AeTaspu 
O]| ,.KHBOTHOT 3Hayaja 3a Jbye KOjH 2#*MBe Ha Kocmety” u Wa ce TIpeKo Hux ,,Hehe 
Tipewa3HTH Ha OpsHHy” 3apay ,,JlaxKHUX MONHTMYKHX ekslapaluja”’, OHOCHO, 3a 
Beorpagy je 1 caMo NoMHHarbe MehycoOHor NpH3Halba ,,oupuBarbe Tpoleca Wuja- 
wlora” Wf ,,oOMabHBarbe jaBHocTu” og ctpane ITpumtune (Maxcumosnh 2020). 

Y Baumurtony je 4. centemOpa 2020. roquHe noTHucaH BalltwHrTOHCKH CrOo- 
pa3yM u3Mehy beorpaga u Ipumrnue, y oxBupy Kora cy pa3sMaTpaHa OpojHa mHTa- 
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ba TIOMYT CKOHOMCKe HOpMasIM3alnje, MaIMx HW cpeqwHuX Upesy3eha, jezepa Tasu- 
Boge, 5ST Mpexe, pemurujckux croboya, Hectammux smuua, JITBT mpapa, mutate o6e- 
JlexKaBalba Xe3z0ou1axa KaO TEPpOpHCTHYKe OpranH3allije, KaO HM BPJIO BaXxKHO TIMTarbe 
MopaTopHjyma rye ce IIpuuituna choxKua Wa IpHMeHH jeqHOrOuMWIHH MopaTopH- 
jYM Ha Tpaxkerbe uslaHcTBa y MehyHapowHHM opraHu3alinjama, WOK ce beorpag cy0- 
%KMO O JeHOrOAMUIHeM MopaTopHjymy Ha KaMiamby 3a MOBJIaverbe IIpH3Hakba He3a- 
BHCHOCTH, Kao U Ja he ce y3apxKaTu 02 PoOpMasHOr WIM HePopMasHOr Tpaxerwa OF 
Ous10 Koje [pxaBe uM MehyHapogHe opraHu3alnje Ja He 1pu3Ha Kocopo kao He3a- 
BHCHY ZpxaBy. Beoma je AucKyTaOvHa OfpenOa cllopa3yMma 10 Kom cy ce Kocoso 
u VU3paen ycarmacuim Ha MehycoOHO mpu3Habe, MOroTOBO Kay ce y3Me y oO3Hp 
cTaBka 0 MopaTopHjymMy (Cmo6ogHa Espona 2020). Ucro Tako, Mullsberbe je mpo- 
dbecopa Ousuna Ejayca ya je WHTawe pa3MeHe TepHToOpuja CKMHYTO ca JHeBHOr 
peda, IpeBacxogHO yculeq HajaBe onTyxKHULe NpoTuB XawumMa Taynja, ofHOCHO 
300r YnmeHuLe Za Ha Kocosy BHIe He MOCTOJH jak CarOBOpHHK KOjH On 3acTymao 
TakBy “zejy (Kapaber 2020). 


3akJby4Ha pa3MaTpawba 


Koje cy, Wake, CIM4HOCTH a Koje pa3smuKe u3Mehy KoHdsuKtTa OKO HaropHor Kapa- 
6axa u KuM? 


OcHoBHa CIIMYHOCT je Wa ce pay O 4Ba ,,3aMp3HyTa KOH(JIMKTa” Ha MOCTCO- 
UMJasIMCTH4KMM TIPOCTOpHMa y3PpOKOBaHHM eTHH4YKHM CHOpOBMMa OKO TepuTopuyja 
Koje 06e cyKoOsbeHe cTpaHe CMaTpajy CBOjHM. OcHoBHa pa3IHKa je y TOMe LITO je 
KOCOBCKH KOH@JIMKT OCTaO 3AMp3HYT HaKOH CykoOa Ha Kpajy Mpouwior Beka, HAaKOH 
Kora je OBaj poctTop Woulao oq MehyHapogyHu Upotextopat YH, yoK je Haropxo- 
KapaOax, (bakTH4KM CaMoOcTasaH aJIM HempH3HaT HM MelyyHapoqHO-paBHo TpeTHpaH 
Kao feo A3epOejlaHa, BUIe TyTa JO%xKMBeO TIpoec ,,o(Mp3aBalba KOHJIMKTAa” OF 
KOJHX ce OHaj y jeceH 2020. roquHe Moxe TpeTupaTH Kao HOBH pat. 


J[pyra BaxkHa CIIMYHOCT je OHa Be3aHa 3a TeOHOMTHYKH MO0%Kaj KOHDIHKT- 
HX pervoua. OGa ce Hayla3e Ha FeOCcTpaTeLIKH BaxKHHM MECTHMA, OKO KOJHX Ce, y3 
cTpaHe y HellocpeqHOM KOHJIMKTY, rpylMuly u HayMehy u BesMKe cute. Kocoso ce 
Hayla3H y caMoM cpeguuTy baskaHa Kao ,,Mocta’/“perpage” u3Mehy 3amaqHor 
(Espona) u cpegHer (baucku Vctox) ena Pumnanga, qox je HaropHo-Kapabax 
CMelUTeH Ha 3akaBKa3jy, 13a ,,uperpage” Kapka3a Kao IWI@aHMHCKOr Jana KOjH Of- 
Baja cpeqibu eo PumsaHya of eBpoa3sujcKor Xaptuanga. Ha banKkany ce, cxoqHo 
TOMe, HayjMehy yTHUajH 4eTHpH BelIMKe cusle (aTMAaHTMCTHYKe, OpHjeHTasHe, cpe- 
HOeBPOICcKe H eBpoasHjcKe), TOK Ha KaBKa3y, Takole, Halla3e YeTHpH BesIMKa Teo- 
NOJMTH4KAa TakMalla (ATIAaHTHCTH, WBe OpHjeHtTamHe cute (TypcKxa u Vpan) u eppoa- 
3nHjuu (Pycn)). 

Tpeha BaxkHa CIMYHOCT je a Mel\yeTHHUKH KOHDJINKT MMa MU BepCKO, OHOC- 
HO KYJITYPHO-LMBHIM3alHjcKo onpehere. Cpou u JepMenu cy xpumhancku Hapogu 
(Cpou cy mpaBocnaBHn, a JepmMeHu MOHO®u3HTH), WOK cy AnOanuH u A3epu Myc- 
uManu (An0aHuM cyHuTH, a A3epi DIMMTH). 
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Uetppta cMYHOCT je HcTOpHjcKo-nomMTH4Ka. Hapogu koju cy u3BpLIMIM 
opyKaHy cellecHjy IpescTaBJbaiM Cy MauHy Ha Jelly TepuTopuje cycesHe Ap2xKaBe 
O KOjOj ce BOAM AYroroquuHU chop, HacTao MO paciiasy COUMjaIMCTHUKe Dp Kase, 
alH KOjH HMa cBOje Tyry, BHLWIeBeKOBHY lIpeyuctopujy. Mehytum, orpomua pa3sIn- 
Ka Moxe ce Hahu 10 MMTawy yCTaBHHX OKBUpa y OAHOCY Ha KOje je H3BplleHa ceLe- 
cuja TepHTOpH]a: COBjeTCKH yCTaB J03BOJbaBao Je MOryhHOCT MMpPHOr U3Bajawa 
ayTOHOMHe oOslacTH 3 tbelepalHe jeqMHUIe y KOjoj ce Hasla3e (aM TO y Wpakcu 
Huje TMOTBPAHO Kaya cy To JepMenu y KapaOaxy Tpaxnsn), uITo Yctas CPJ nuje 
T{O3BOJbaBao, OLHOCHO, O3BOJbaBao je CAMO I1paBo Ha M3jalliberbe KOHCTHTYTHBHHX 
Hapoga, a y3eBlIM y oO3sup qa AnOaHuM Ha Kocosy u Meroxnju Hucy MMasIM cTaTyc 
Hapoyja Hero HapOHOCTH, OHH Hcy HMasIM TpaBo Ha camMoonpeyesbere. CPJ je 
lpaBHu cyeqOeHuk CPJ u HuKo Huje ocropaBao ya je Kocozo u Metoxnja ayTo- 
HOMHH Jeo CpOuje. Takohe, pa3M4uT je H BPeMeHCKH OKBUp celecuje: y Kapaba- 
Xy, OHA ce OfMIpalia TOKOM paciiayja caBe3He WpxaBe, TOK je cellecuja TepuTopuje 
KuM w3ppurena MelhyHapowHOM BOJHOM arpecHjoM, ocaM roqHHe TO paciayy 
COPJ. 


CiIM4HOCTH VM pa3IuKe Ce MOry TpaKHTH VM y BPCTH HU CTeleHy MNOApWKe Koy 
yKUBa]y [Be OTHeIJbeHe TepuTopuje. Hapog HaropHor-Kapabaxa Ha UpcTuMa pyKe 
MO2%Ke HaBecTH Opoj ApxKaBa KOjM cy OBY TepHTOpHjy MpH3HaIM Kao HesaBucHy. Io- 
Apurka Kojy HaropHo-Kapa6bax yxuBa y MehyHapogHoj 3ajeqHMuM je MMHOpHa, a 
YH cy 3ay3eule cTaB Ja je OBaj MpocTop HecyMmuBU Jeo A3epOejlaHa. Ca mpyre 
cTpaHe, Kocogo, kao He3aBHCHy Jp%KaBy, y OBOM TpeHyTKy MpH3Haje OKO MOJIOBHHE 
ypoKaBa y cBeTy (OKO CTO [pxkKaBa), HaKO je BaxKHO HallOMeHYTH la je He IpHsHajy 
BevINKe cue KaKBe cy Pycuja, Kuua, kao u Apyre 3HayajHe ApxaBe NonyT bpasvaia, 
Vuanje u Wnannje. Ca apyre ctpane, no pesomyunju 1244 KuM cy HecyMmuBH 
neo PeryOnuke Cpouje Koj ce Hama3u Noy MpoTeKtopatom YH. 


Bpojie cumu4Hoctu ce Mory mponahu uv y Be3v ca TOAPUIKOM koje cy BesIMKe 
cule Tpy2KHsIe, OMHOCHO ycKpaTusIe CellapaTHCTHYKMM cHarama. Y ciryyajy Harop- 
Ho-KapaOaxa, cellecHja OBe ayTOHOMHe oOOsacTH Ogurpaa ce y epoxy pacnaga 
(beepaHe pKaBe, y yCNOBMMa OMUITer ApxKaBHor pacysla, Kayla cy deqepamHe 
(KacHuJe - pycKe BIaCTH) OA HeyTpasHe NO3HIWje MOCTYMHO 3ay3eIe yMepeHo Mmpo- 
jepMeHcKy Mo3HuMjy, WOK cy Ha crpaHu A3epa Oune Typcka u, Bpso cabo u TeK 
PeTepOH4KH H3parxKeHo, Heke 3allayHe cute (pe cBux CAJ]). Y cryyajy KuM, Typ- 
ckKa HW cBe 3allafHe 3emJbe MpezBohene CA] yuectBosasm cy y arpecuju Ha CPJ Ha 
cTpaHy aslaOaHcKHXx cellapaTucta, OK ce Pycuja TOMe AHMJIOMaTCKH OLITPO TIpoTH- 
Buia. Pa3uke 10 OBOM TIMTaby cy, MehyTuM, Takohe 3HayajHe. JloK cy lo THTaby 
KuM cee BevInKe CHJIe Mabe-BHIle 3apxKae MO3MUM]y KOjy cy HMasle Kpajem po- 
WWIOr BeKa (Ila H TOKOM HeJlerasIHOr CaMOIIpOKaMOBalba He3aBHCHOCTH MIpHBpeMe- 
HHX TIPHUITHHCKHX BlacTH 2008), mo mutTamy KapaOaxa cuTyalja je BpeMeHOM 
eBOyHpasa: OF, IpOjepMeHCKOT, pycKa No3Hywja je eBOJyHpasia cBe BULLe y HeyT- 
paJIHOM IIpaBlly; TypcKa Ho”puika bakyy je moctayia jo u3paKeHuja (BUAJbMBa Uy 
HMOcpeHO} HM HeMOcpeAHO] BOJHO] NOMOhn), TOK cy ce, HalIpoTHB, Heke OJ] 3anayjHUx 
cia (MaxXOM OHHX eBpOrCKHX) Of cTaBoBa OWKUX bakyy HW HeyTpasHoj Mo3sHuHjH 
CBe BHIMe OKpeHyJIM IpojepMeHCKOM (TayHuje aHTHTypPCKOM HM aHTHa3epCKOM CTa- 
By). Hope oxosHoctu je A3epOejaH yclelIHO HCKOpHCcTHO a ,,o.Mp3He KOH- 
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(PIIMKT” H Y BOJHOM cyKOOy MoBpaTH Aeo TepuTopHja koje je u3sryOuo pe roToBo 
TpH AeweHuye. 

Bpojue cimunHoctn ce Mory upoHahn u y AyruM Oe3ycieliHHM MperoBopHma 
y 06a ciy4aja, NoroToBo y ciryyajy Kocopa u Metoxnje Koj je HMao 4eTHpH 
MehyHapogHe Mucuje (VH, HATO, OEBC u EY) na cBojoj Teputopuju, u ABayjeceT 
TOAMHa KacHuje Huje HapoynTo OMWKH ellMIOry Hero LITO je Ovo y MoOYeTKy (Mako 
TpeOa HanloMeHyTH ja BaliMHrTOHCKH chopa3yM lpecTaBJba MoMeparbe Ca MPTBe 
Tauke). Cutyaluja je Tek WeuoM Apyraunja y HaropHo-KapaOaxy: maga je 10. Ho- 
BemOpa 2020. roquHe JOMNI0 Jo ciopasyMa u3Mehy Asepbejana u JepMenuje Koj 
je Ovo ToTHOMorHyT y4emuhem Pycuje, oH y CyLITHHH, TpescTaBsba HOBO 3aMp3a- 
Balbe KOH@JIMKTa Y OKBHPHMa HOBOr (paKTHUKOr CTatba NO Masbrer, a He KOHAYHO 
pelulewe. Temiko je noBepopaTu qa he jeqHa of Be cIpaHe MpucTaTH Ha TaKBe 
OKOJIHOCTH "3a BHJjeK H BjeKoBa", jep u A3epOejilaH u JepMennja cMatpajy HaropHo- 
KapaOax cBojoM TepHTopHjomM, c THM wTo JepMeHH Ha cCBOjoj] cTpaHu uMajy 
uMbeHuLy Wa je KapaOax HacesbeH BehHHCKH jepMeCHCKHM CTaHOBHHIUTBOM. CeBep 
Kocopa, kao HM Heke OMLITHHe BaH CeBepa cy BehHHCKH HaceJbeHe CpOuma u Mory ce 
u3Byhu mapanene ca HaropHo-Kapadaxom. IIpo6mem je wiTo, 4akK H akKO y HeKOM 
TOrIeqHOM TepHoxy Wohe Oo HeKor cllopa3yMa, KpajHe je yOMTHO KakBa he OuTH 
HeroBa mpHxBaheHoct Mehy Hapoguma ca "obe cTpaHe" JHHHJe, jep je y OBAKBUM 
CHOpOBMMa BeOMa TeLIKO Zohu Wo oOocTpaHo 3a0BOJbaBajyher peiiera. 
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Contemporary science of international relations considers “frozen con- 
flicts” as situations in which, after the end of the war, either a satisfactory peace 
agreement is not reached or the conflicting parties remain in their previous po- 
litical positions, diametrically opposed in interpreting legal acts that have con- 
tributed to the cessation of fighting and armistice (Prorokovic 2020). Therefore, 
not just that the war is not formally over, but the armed conflict can easily flare 
up again, creating an overall climate of insecurity in the regions where such con- 
flicts have taken place. The term “frozen conflict” was first used to describe in- 
terethnic conflicts in the post-Soviet space (conflicts over South Ossetia and 
Abkhazia in Georgia, Nagorno-Karabakh in Azerbaijan, Transnistria in 
Moldova, later Russia's annexation of Crimea and the separation of Lugansk 
from the Ukraine) which has continued to this day, with the transfer of this term 
and the concept of its interpretation to other disputed, conflicting areas in Asia 
(as the dispute over Kashmir, relations between the two Koreas, China and Tai- 
wan, etc.) and Europe (cases of separation of Greek and Turkish parts of Cyprus, 
secession of Kosovo and Metohija from Serbia) (Tisdall 2010). 


Recent situation in Nagorno-Karabakh shows that the “frozen conflicts” 
can easily be “thawed”, similar to the previous armed escalation that took place 
on April 1, 2016 (Gaji¢ 2016, 21-33). The military conflict began on the morn- 
ing of September 27, 2020 with a sudden ground attack of Azerbaijani armored 
formations aided by artillery and drones. This forced Armenian troops to with- 
draw along positions in the southeast and north of the border that was separating 
the conflicting parties. After inflicting significant losses on the Azerbaijani ar- 
mored forces and partial stabilization of the front, the Armenians declared gen- 
eral mobilization and introduced military administration both in their home 
country and in Karabakh (the “Republic of Atrsakh’’) itself. Azerbaijani forces 
continued to attack, primarily from the air with the help of drones, which man- 
aged to disable a significant number of Armenian air defenses and achieve cer- 
tain territorial gains in the first three days of the conflict (mostly in the southern 
sector of the battlefield). After that, the conflict turned into an exchange of fire 
between the occupied positions. On the fourth day, a counterattack by Armenian 
troops followed. Despite the heavy losses inflicted on Armenian military tech- 
nology by Azerbaijani drones, counterattack led to the return of parts of the stra- 
tegically important positions for Artsakh forces (Kofman, Nersisyan 2020). After 
the week since its “thawing” and another, equally unsuccessful Azerbaijani of- 
fensive that tried to occupy more important areas held by the Armenians in the 
north of Karabakh, the conflict in this area, more or less, turned into a series of 
intermittently bombing of enemy infrastructure with convulsive defense of occu- 
pied positions. On the southern, less hilly part of the front, the Azeri continued 
the attack. They made a territorial breakthrough and, after serious losses and 
downed drones, stopped the offensive. The first truce achieved by the efforts of 
the international community followed. It was interrupted on October 19th, when 
the Azeris continued to penetrate the southern part of the front and took the 
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places of Jabrail and Fuzuli, as well as the nearby dam and bridge. The clashes 
then spread north to the Lachin corridor, which connects Nagorno-Karabakh 
with its home country, Armenia, but Armenian troops in a strong counter- 
offensive repulsed the attackers from this vital corridor and began their penetra- 
tion in other directions, primarily in the southeast. Then came the second, short- 
lived truce (October 26), after which Azerbaijani troops continued to penetrate in 
the direction of Shusha. By the end of the month they had reached about 5 km 
near this city. On November 8, Susha, the second largest city in Karabakh, found 
itself surrounded, and a day later, on November 9, it fell into the hands of Azeris. 
With the loss of Shusha, the Armenian side found itself in a difficult situation, so 
Moscow's proposal to mediate in the negotiations on the cessation of hostilities 
was accepted. The armistice was concluded on November 10, which ended the 
conflict by recognizing the current situation on the battlefield with the deploy- 
ment of Russian peacekeepers along the newly established demarcation line. 

The general situation regarding Nagorno-Karabakh, the causes of this in- 
terethnic conflict with a tendency to easily turn from a state of “frozenness” into 
a “thawed”, long-lasting war for territories, raises questions about the fear of 
how similar this “frozen conflict” is to the dispute about Kosovo and Metohija 
and the prospects for its solution. 


Nagorno-Karabakh and Kosovo and Metohija - history of disputes and con- 
flicts 


The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is one of the contemporary expressions of 
historical and geopolitical rivalries in the Caucasus and Transcaucasia as a bar- 
rier, the border area of the Eurasian Heartland and the Middle Eastern part of 
Rimland. “The Caucasus is a space where the interests of great powers have 
clashed for centuries and complex geopolitical games and exhausting wars have 
been fought between them. In the ancient times — those great powers were the 
Roman Empire and the Old Persian Empire (Achaemenid state), in the Middle 
Ages - Byzantium and the New Persian Empire (Sassanid state), the Seljuk Em- 
pire and the Arab Caliphate, in the modern age — Turkey, Persia (Safavid state) 
and (from 18th century) the Russian Empire ... Today, the interests of the super- 
powers clash there — primarily between the Russian Federation, the United States 
and first-class factors from the wider region - Turkey and Iran.” (Petrovic, And- 
jelkovic, Nikolic 2010, 47) For these reasons, autochthonous state creations, 
among which the Armenian ones have been present for three and a half millen- 
nia, have rarely managed to preserve their independence, except in cases of bal- 
ance of power between the existing great powers in this area. The matter 
changed very little with the immigration of Turkish Oguz tribes (ancestors of 
today's Azeris) in the 11th century to the Caucasus, which will be ethnically 
closer to the Turks but the culturally (Shiite version of Islam) to Persia, so con- 
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flicts and movement of border between the Ottoman and Safavid empires will 
“break” over both Armenian and Azeris backs. The Armenians will raise libera- 
tion uprisings several times (one best known was under the leadership of David 
Beck at the beginning of the 18th century). Only at the beginning of the 19th 
century - with the expansion of the Russian Empire in this area - the whole area 
was pacified and integrated into a relatively stable state order. Karabakh was 
annexed to the province of Baku in 1846, where it remained until the end of the 
Russian Empire, despite contemporary ethnic conflicts between the Azeris and 
the Armenians that emerged with their national awakening in the early 20th cen- 
tury. During World War I, the Turks (with the support of the Kurds and Azeris) 
committed genocide against the Armenian population throughout Asia Minor, 
which left the Armenian population in Karabakh (‘“‘Artsakh”’) physically isolated 
from other Armenian territories. During the October Revolution, these territories 
experienced several occupations (Turkish, Allied) and, in the end, the Bolsheviks 
conquered the entire area and founded several Soviet federal units on it. At that 
time Karabakh, inhabited by 94% of Armenians, was assigned to the Azerbaijani 
Soviet Republic. 

During the Soviet era, this poor region began to develop gradually, espe- 
cially in industry and service. Yet, beneath the surface of tolerable coexistence, 
the reality of interethnic relations also had its flipside. It began to be obvious in 
the years before the collapse of the USSR, when Nagorno-Karabakh, as a prov- 
ince with three quarters of the Armenian population, demanded that the Kremlin 
approve their separation from Azerbaijan (February 20, 1988) and annexation to 
Armenia. This was the first announcement of interethnic disputes in the “first 
country of socialism” and it led to mass violence in Azerbaijan (massacres in 
Sumgait and Baku) against Armenians. When the Kremlin did not meet these 
demands (it already formed a special commission for Karabakh to resolve ethnic 
disputes), the deputies in Nagorno-Karabakh, on the eve of the collapse of the 
USSR, declared their independence from Baku. 

Ethnic violence escalated into armed conflict as early as the autumn of 
1989, when Armenian armed groups launched attacks on Azerbaijani enclaves in 
Karabakh (near Shusha), while the federal army, which had been a factor of 
separation and pacification until then, remained on the sidelines. The Azeri then 
carried out a total blockade of all traffic routes to the breakaway province and 
formed their own volunteer militia with the intention of countering the Armenian 
guerrillas who set out to break through the territorial corridor between Karabakh 
and Armenia. Since the early 1990's, fighting has grown into intermittent shell- 
ing along the Azerbaijani-Armenian border. After the unsuccessful coup in Mos- 
cow on August 28, 1991, Azerbaijan declared its independence from the Soviet 
Union while the Nagorno-Karabakh Council of Deputies declared its independ- 
ence from Azerbaijan (on September 2). Armenian troops occupied the Azeri 
enclaves in the area of Shusha. By the end of the year, Soviet troops had com- 
pletely withdrawn from the Caucasus, which opened the preconditions for the 
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escalation of the war. Armenian forces inflicted a series of defeats on the Azer- 
baijani side in the new clashes, so that the President of Azerbaijan, Mutalibov, 
was forced by his public to resign. He was replaced by Abdulfaz Elchibey, the 
leader of the nationalist movement, who intensified the war. The defeats, how- 
ever, continued: after the fall of the city of Shusha, an Azeri stronghold in Kara- 
bakh, the Armenians managed to break through the corridor near Lachin (later 
also near Kelbajar) and territorially connect the Karabakh area with the “mother 
republic”. It was the same territory where the Armenians were physically de- 
stroyed by the Turkish army and Azeri bashibozuks during the First World War. 
By October 1993, Armenians had occupied 20% of the total territory of Azerbai- 
jan (all areas where they lived in the majority before the Turkish-Azerbaijani 
genocide) and proclaimed their republic.”(Gaji¢ 2009, 98) The defeat resonated 
heavily among the Azeris and led to a new power struggle in Baku, resulting in 
the return to power of an experienced Soviet-era official, Heydar Aliyev, who 
initiated a new counter-offensive. It resulted in high war losses and virtually no 
success. All subsequent offensives failed with the total collapse of the Azerbai- 
jani military structure, so that the truce between Azerbaijan and Armenia, with 
the mediation of Russia, was concluded in 1994, which froze the conflict. 

The outcome of the whole conflict enabled Moscow to maintain its strate- 
gic domination in the entire area: Armenia joined the CSTO in May 1992 (at the 
founding meeting of this Russian-led collective security organization in Tash- 
kent). That is how Armenia (and Nagorno-Karabakh, which was supported by it, 
but internationally unrecognized), became strategically dependent of Moscow. 
On the other hand, President Heydar Aliyev (later his successor, Ilham Aliyev), 
estimated that only through the improvement of relations with Moscow he could 
bring the necessary peace to start work in the country and ensure its develop- 
ment, after which, on more favorable occasions, he will be able to try to regain 
control of the breakaway territories. Armenia (the unrecognized Republic of 
Karabakh is not a negotiating party) has publicly proclaimed its readiness to 
make certain territorial concessions to Azerbaijan on the condition that the core 
of another Armenian state gains full independence. 

The area of Kosovo and Metohija is the object of an interethnic dispute be- 
tween Serbs and Albanians for generations. Inhabited by the Slavic population 
since the collapse of the Roman Empire in the early Middle Ages, Kosovo has 
been the central area of the Serbian medieval state since the 12th century 
(Lukovicé 2000, 28). Albanians, whose numbers were then negligible (placed 
mostly in the southwestern part of Metohija), however, consider themselves de- 
scendants of the pre-Slavic, Illyrian population that inhabited the Balkans in 
ancient times, before the Roman conquests, although this opinion is difficult to 
defend in relation to existing anthropological, archaeological and linguistic 
knowledge of modern science. 

After the disintegration of the Nemanji¢’s (Serbs most famous medieval 
dynasty) state and the rapid expansion of the Turks into the Balkans (especially 
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after the epic battle of Kosovo in 1389), the remaining Serbian principalities first 
became vassals, and then were completely “swallowed” by the Ottoman Empire. 
During this period, a maximum of 5% of Albanians lived in Kosovo. However, 
during the centuries of Turkish rule, the ethnic composition of this area gradually 
began to change: wars and migrations affected the departure of the Serb popula- 
tion from Kosovo and Metohya, while the Albanian population, from the moun- 
tains of northern Albania, immigrated to this area. This “conquest of space” took 
place under the full auspices of the Ottoman authorities. Only in the second half 
of the 19th century (some believe only at the beginning of the 20th century) the 
number of Albanians exceeded the number of Serbs in Kosovo and Metohija. 
(Samardzié 1990, 144) 

With the liberation of the territory of “Old Serbia” (Kosovo and Metohiyja 
and Macedonia) by the Serbian army in the First Balkan War (1912), these areas 
with a relatively new non-Serb ethnic majority again became part of the inde- 
pendent Serbian state. After the suppression of several armed uprisings, the paci- 
fication of the Albanian population in the area of Kosovo and Metohija followed, 
but coexistence was difficult during the existence of the first Yugoslavia. The 
Albanians were waiting for the first favorable moment to break away from the 
Serbian government: they welcomed it with the attack of Hitler's Reich on 
Yugoslavia and its destruction. Then, the puppet fascist “Greater Albania” was 
created under Mussolini's and Hiller's patronage, where, during 1941 and 
1943/44, severe massacres were carried out against the Serbian population as 
well as their mass expulsion. “As a result of an agreement between the Kosovo 
Albanian Xhafer Deva and the German intelligence service (Abwehr), the “Sec- 
ond Prizren League” was established in September 1943. Then the Albanians 
started a real religious war against the Slavs.” (Savich 2013) The anti-Serbian 
terror lasted until March 1944, when it began to subside, which was connected 
with the strengthening of partisan activities under the command of Josip Broz 
Tito (Strugar 1962, 320-321). With the victory of the communist partisan forces, 
Kosovo and Metohija became an autonomous province in the Serbian federal 
unit of socialist Yugoslavia. However, peace came to this area only after the 
partisan forces surpressed another Albanian uprising between November 1944 
and February 1945 (the “Drenica uprising”). 

The Albanian majority in Kosovo and Metohija has received all the rights 
that can belong to a national community in a country that is not its home coun- 
try. Despite this, Albanians organized series of political protests against the cur- 
rent state of affairs, mostly demanding the status of a republic within the former 
Yugoslavia (1968, 1981, 1989). Demonstrations in 1981 led to the imposition of 
a state of emergency and the deployment of federal troops to quell protests (Kola 
2003, 333). Despite partial pacification, pressure to expell the remaining non- 
Albanians continued during the 1980's. Dissatisfaction with the status of the 
provinces and the impossibility of Serbia to have any authority over them in the 
1974 constitutional system (especially due to the expulsion of Serbs and Monte- 
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negrins from Kosovo and Metohija) which indisposed Serbia in relation to other 
members of the Yugoslav federation, led to “event of the people” (1988-1989) 
and the meteoric rise of Slobodan MiloSevié to power in Serbia. MiloSevic in- 
tended to reintegrate the provinces into a single legal order, narrow some of their 
para-state competencies, and prevent the domination (often - repression) of the 
Albanian majority over Serbs in Kosovo. When Serbia succeeds in reintegrating 
the provinces within its own legal and political order (1989), Albanians launch 
new protests without acknowledging the newly established situation. Very 
quickly, they went a step further: first, they boycotted the institutions of the state 
of Serbia and, then, declared the illegal “Republic of Kosovo”, pursuing a policy 
of passive resistance in the years of disintegration of Yugoslavia and civil wars 
that followed in the surrounding Yugoslav republics (1991-1995). The undis- 
puted Albanian leader who led the policy of passive resistance was Ibrahim 
Rugova. 


During these years, there is a de facto parallelism of power in the area of 
Kosovo and Metohija: on the one hand, there are official Serbian institutions that 
Albanians mostly boycott, and next to them, tacitly tolerated, illegal Albanian 
parallel institutions. Attempts to normalize things, such as returning Albanian 
students to the official school system, barely began to bear fruit (1996-97), when 
a new crisis began: first a series of student protests, and, then, the birth of para- 
military terrorist groups with separatist intentions which spread death throughout 
the southern Serbian province. On February 28, 1998, these groups formally 
grew into the KLA (“Kosovo Liberation Army’) which began an armed uprising 
against the Serbian authorities (Guskova 2001, 660). By the summer of 1998 the 
KLA had managed to bring about 40% of the province's territory under its con- 
trol, mostly Albanian villages and smaller towns, while keeping larger settle- 
ments under partial blockade and terrorizing those going by road. 

The Serbian state is trying to quell the armed rebellion with strong anti- 
terrorist measures: but, after the operation in Drenica in which the local KLA 
leader Adem Jashari was eliminated, the situation in Kosovo is first internation- 
alized in the media and, then, politically. This becomes obvious in the change of 
the attitude of the USA towards the KLA (until then, it was officially percieved 
in the West as a terrorist organization), which received the treatment of the in- 
surgent movement and the warring party, as well as in the increased pressure on 
Belgrade. During the spring and summer of 1998, the counter-offensive of the 
Serbian armed forces broke down one by one on the KLA strongholds (unblock- 
ing OraSevac, LapuSnik, MaliSevo, Drenica, Klina, etc). The United States is 
trying to win a majority in the UN Security Council for the adoption of a resolu- 
tion that will approve the use of military force against the Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia, but it encounters strong opposition from both Russia and China. 
Therefore, on September 23, UN Resolution 1199 was adopted, which only calls 
on the conflicting parties to end the fighting (Guskova 2001, 661-665). The 
Americans continue with unilateral pressures, threatening with air strikes, so 
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MiloSevic accepts an agreement with Holbrooke (October 13, 1998) which en- 
visages the cessation of the Serbian offensive, the withdrawal of armed forma- 
tions from Kosovo and Metohija and the deployment of OSCE and NATO mis- 
sions throughout Kosovo and Metohija who will monitor the established truce. 
The start of the negotiation process, which should lead to a peaceful political 
solution of the existing interethnic problems, has also been agreed. This agree- 
ment not only saves the KLA from military defeat (which was increasingly cer- 
tain in the early autumn of 1998), but also gives it the opportunity to recover, 
regroup and, gradually, resume some of its activities. When this began to fre- 
quently happen in early 1999, Serb forces again tried to suppress KLA attacks, 
but their intervention only became an occasion for media satanization (the “Ra- 
¢ak massacre”) which was pretext for a foreign military intervention. The of- 
fered negotiations in Rambouillet (06.02.-22.03.1999) between the Serbs and 
Albanians were set by the West so that Serbia cannot accept them (for instance, 
anex of agreement provided deployment of NATO forces in the whole of Serbia, 
not only Kosovo and Metohija), which should serve as an alibi for the NATO 
aggression on FR Yugoslavia. 

After the failure of the negotiations, NATO will launch airstrikes on the 
FRY on March 24, expecting that the Serbian side will give in after a few days 
due to the disparity between its and NATO forces (technically the power ratio 
was 600: 1, and in economic power 990: | in benefit of the NATO pact). The 
conflict, however, will last for a 78 days. NATO air force will drop 12 million 
pounds of bombs on the territory of Kosovo and Metohija and many more on 
other parts of the FR Yugoslavia. As Serbian troops dug well, disguised them- 
selves and maneuvered cleverly, the effect of the bombing was minor. A total of 
270 soldiers (174 in Kosovo) and about 2,500 civilians were killed, while 19 
tanks, 10 transporters and a small number of artillery weapons were destroyed. 
Because of that, NATO expanded the range of military and civilian targets 
(mostly - road infrastructure and industrial complexes in Serbia) (Nardulli 2002, 
45), causing great damage: 1,900 military facilities, 25,000 houses, 470 kilome- 
ters of roads, 590 kilometers of railway, 14 airports, 19 hospitals, 44 bridges, 
television buildings, two oil refineries were hit etc. The total estimated damage 
was around 100 billion dollars at the time (Smiljani¢ 2009, 73-74). Simultane- 
ously with the air war, a ground battle was fought in Kosovo and Metohija be- 
tween Serbian forces and the KLA aided by the Albanian regular army, NATO 
instructors, mercenaries and international terrorists. In all the clashes in the pe- 
riod of 1998-1999 in Kosovo and Metohija, Serbian troops (military and police) 
had 737 dead, while the opposing forces had many times greater losses (it is es- 
timated that in Kosovo and Metohiya in 1999 there were 15,000 KLA guerrillas, 
25,000 KLA in Albania, 8-10 thousand KLA in Macedonia, 5-8 000 regular Al- 
banian soldiers and about 5000 mercenaries, international terrorists and Western 
special forces ( group “Hawk’’), which were logistically assisted by 57 000 
NATO soldiers deployed in the surrounding countries - Albania, Macedonia and 
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BiH (Delié 2011, 330-331). The combination of air and ground fightings, disor- 
der and looting, forced a large part of the population of Kosovo and Metohija, 
mostly of Albanian origin, into exile in the surrounding countries. This served as 
a basis for NATO propaganda to legitimize its attacks for humanitarian reasons - 
to prevent ethnic cleansing of Albanians from Kosovo and Metohija. The war, 
mediated by Russia (the “Chernomyrdin-Ahtisaari mission”), ended on June 10, 
1999, with the signing of a military-technical agreement in Kumanovo. The 
agreement committed the Serbian side to withdraw all the army and police forces 
from Kosovo and Metohija, while Resolution 1244 provided for the deployment 
of UN units (mostly, members of NATO countries) to the area of the southern 
Serbian province as a UN protectorate. On June 12, Russian units from SFOR (in 
Bosnia and Hercegovina) quickly deployed to the north of Kosovo and Metohija 
and, to NATO's surprise, captured Slatina Airport. After several days of tensions, 
an agreement was reached between the West and the Russian side that their 
peacekeepers can be depoloyed in Kosovo and Metohija in parallel with KFOR 
units, albeit without their own control sector (Gaji¢ 2019, 285). With the entry of 
KFOR, begins a mass return of Albanians from exile, as well as the entry of 
KLA units into cities throughout Kosovo and Metohija. They were taking re- 
venge on the Serb civilian population or pushing it into ghettos, enclaves, except 
in the north of Kosovo and Metohija (north of the river Ibar) where local Serbs 
are self-organizing and thwarting the establishment of Albanian rule in this area. 
All in all, with the signed agreements and UN resolutions, Serbia de facto lost 
control over Kosovo and Metohija, but retained its legal juristiction both over the 
areas held by Serbs in the nort and in the rest of Kosovo and Metohija where 
Albanians established their own rule. 


Nagorno-Karabakh — the legal status and dialogue for conflict resolution 


During the 1988-1994 war for Nagorno-Karabakh, in which about 25,000 
soldiers and civilians were killed and more than a million people (HRW 1994) 
were displaced, the international community saw the need to take initiative and 
action to resolve a conflict of such serious proportions. For that purpose, at the 
OSCE meeting in 1992, it was requested that a conference be convened in Minsk 
(Belarus) on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, which would be a forum for nego- 
tiations and a path to a peaceful settlement of the conflict (OSCE Minsk Group). 
It was followed by resolutions passed by the UN Security Council, so, chrono- 
logically, the Resolution 882 of April 30, 1993 was passed, in which the UNSC 
expresses serious concern over the collapse of relations between the Republic of 
Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, which poses a threat to peace and secu- 
rity in the region, as well as the escalation of the use of armed force, the dis- 
placement of persons from the region, especially in the Kalbajar District, as well 
as the expressed support for finding a peace solution through cooperation with 
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the Minsk Group within the OSCE (UNSC, S/RES/822). That resolution was 
followed in the same year (1993) by Resolution 853 of 29 July (UNSC, 
S/RES/853), Resolution 874 of 14 October (UNSC, S/RES/874) and Resolution 
884 of 12 November 1993 (UNSC, S/RES,884), which reaffirmed the views 
expressed in previous resolutions and reiterated the need to cooperate and find 
solutions through the Minsk Group. 

The main objectives of the Minsk Group were stated as, first of all, creat- 
ing the right platform for conflict resolution between the two sides, finding an 
agreement that would allow the termination of the armed conflict and, ulti- 
mately, promoting the peace process with the deployment of international peace- 
keepers in the area(OSCE Minsk Group). Azerbaijan and Armenia eventually 
agreed to end the conflict on the basis of the Bishkek Agreement of May 5, 
1994 (Ceasefire Agreement Signed in Bishkek 1994), but the Minsk Group, as 
such, despite the agreement, failed to ensure a true and lasting peace in the re- 
gion. Truth be told, it cannot be said that there were no attempts - during that 
period, the Minsk Group activists formed no less than three separate peace 
agreements and organized several meetings between the Azerbaijan and Arme- 
nian presidents (Green 2002). The agreement on the cessation of the conflict had 
one (un)planned consequence, and that is a drastic reduction of the degree of 
urgency for an amicable settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh issue once and for 
all (Caspersen 2013, 930). An important function of the Minsk Group peace 
process is to monitor the ceasefire along the conflict line, but this function is 
extremely limited, primarily by the fact that representatives who perform this 
function must announce their presence a few days in advance if they wish to visit 
that line. In essence, this means that the presence of Minsk Group representa- 
tives is not primarily intended to maintain a ceasefire, but rather to provide a 
channel of communication between the Armenian and Azerbayan military repre- 
sentatives, which certainly is an important function, but should not be equated 
with a real conflict prevention mechanism (de Waal 2010, 4). During the Lisbon 
Summit in 1996, the Minsk Group proposed three principles that should form the 
basis for resolving the conflict: 1. respect for the territorial integrity of Armenia 
and Azerbaijan, 2. that the legal status of Nagorno-Karabakh will be based on 
self-determination that would give the highest degree of self-government to Na- 
gorno-Karabakh and 3. guaranteed security for Nagorno-Karabakh and the entire 
population, including mutual obligations to ensure full compliance with this 
agreement (OSCE - Azerbaijan relations). These recommendations were sup- 
ported by 53 OSCE participating states, but Armenia vetoed the resolution, argu- 
ing that the mandate of the Minsk Group does not cover the right to negotiate the 
conflict between the two sides, only to act as a mediator (Zourabian 2006, 
257). This can be underpinned by the statement of the former “Minister of For- 
eign Affairs” in Stepanakert, Naira Melkumian, that “history has given Armenia 
little territory” and because of that “they are not in a position to give concessions 
that would endanger Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh” (Lynch 2007, 488). 
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Shortly afterwards, the composition of the Minsk Group transformed so 
now it had representatives from the United States, Russia and France; change in 
the co-chair made the Minsk Group a far more influential and effective mediator 
and, also, the mandate now included the possibility of negotiating the deal. On 
the May 31 and June 1, 1997, the Minsk Group presented a “package” and 
“phased” settlement plans in Yerevan, Stepanakert and Baku (Gasparyan 2019, 
3). The “package” plan had the idea of resolving the entire conflict within one 
settlement. The idea was to maintain the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan, so 
that Karabakh would be given a wide range of privileges that would effectively 
provide full sovereignty over its internal affairs. This idea was known by the 
formula “de iure part of Azerbaijan, de facto independence”. Nagorno-Karabakh 
would be a state and a territorial formation within the borders of Azerbaijan and 
would have its own flag, coat of arms, anthem, its own legislative, executive and 
judicial government, the right to maintain direct relations with other states and 
international organizations, its own police formation and so on. Likewise, the 
Constitution and laws of Nagorno-Karabakh would, in the territory of Karabakh, 
have supremacy over the legislation of Azerbaijan. Domestic armed formations 
will have supremacy over the armed and police forces of Azerbaijan, which 
should not enter the territory of Nagorno-Karabakh without prior approval 
(Zourabian 2006, 258). The “step-by-step”, phased, planned type of settlement 
had a different idea. It meant the withdrawal of Nagorno-Karabakh forces from 
six areas of Azerbaijan, with the exception of Nagorno-Karabakh and the Lachin 
region, thus connecting them with Armenia and under the military control of 
Nagorno-Karabakh. A further step would be the creation of a buffer zone where 
international peacekeepers would be deployed along the Nagorno-Karabakh bor- 
der and the northern and southern borders of the Lachin region, as well as the 
creation of a separation zone which would be permanently demilitarized and 
where security would be monitored by international peacekeepers. The issues of 
the final status of Nagorno-Karabakh, the Lachin corridor, as well as the issue of 
the return of displaced persons to the territories of Shusha and Shahumyan 
would be left for some later negotiations (Zourabian 2006, 259). 

The “package” plan was rejected both by Nagorno-Karabakh and Azerbai- 
jan, and Armenia decided on a phased, “step-by-step” settlement plan (Gas- 
paryan 2019, 3). On November 4, 1997, then President of Armenia, Levon Ter- 
Petrosyan, published the article “War or Peace? It is time for fore- 
thought” (1news.az 2018) in which he indicates the necessity of finding a com- 
promise, and how the opposition should not deceive the people with stories that 
there is an alternative to compromise, because the alternative to compromise is, 
in fact - war. Ter-Petrosyan also points out that Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh 
will turn the entire international community against themselves, that they have 
no allies regarding the independence of Nagorno-Karabakh, and that they can put 
themselves in a position of excessive dependence on Russian aid (The James- 
town Foundation 1997) . He further points out that refusing a compromise and 
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pursuing a strategy of maximalism is the fastest way to the complete destruction 
of Karabakh and the worsening of the situation in Armenia (Gasparyan 2019, 
3). However, this “step-by-step”, phased, type of settlement was rejected by Na- 
gomo-Karabakh, citing insufficient security guarantees, and Ter-Petrosyan’s 
commitment to the plan led to a political crisis in Armenia, It resulted in Ter- 
Petrosyan's resignation in February 1998, while Robert Kocharyan, the former 
leader of Nagorno-Karabakh, became head of state. Kocharyan changed the ap- 
proach advocated by former President Ter-Petrosyan (that Armenia has no juris- 
diction in the conflict, and that it is a conflict exclusively between Nagormo- 
Karabakh and Azerbaijan), posing to represent the interests of both Armenia and 
Nagorno-Karabakh. The following were singled out as three necessary princi- 
ples: 1. Prohibition of vertical connection between Azerbaijan and Nagorno- 
Karabakh, so that Nagorno-Karabakh cannot be subordinated to Azerbaijan; 2. 
security guarantees for the people of Nagorno-Karabakh; and 3. maintaining 
control over the land connection with Armenia (Zourabian 2006, 259). The next 
proposal made by the Minsk Group was the 1998 proposal called the “Common 
State” plan, and the main feature was to define relations so that Nagorno- 
Karabakh is a state entity in the form of a Republic, which would form a com- 
mon state with Azerbaijan within an internationally recognized border. However, 
in this plan, Nagorno-Karabakh would not have nearly the same rights as in the 
original “package” plan, such as its own forces. It is also interesting that this 
plan does not regulate the issue of the Lachin region (The Minsk Group proposal 
“common state deal” 1998). 

Considering that none of the previous proposals was fruitful, in 2004 the 
so-called The Prague process was initiated, which, basically, served to provide a 
line for more frequent and direct meetings between Armenian and Azerbaijani 
officials. The essence of the negotiations themselves was secret, but there were 
still indications of discussion about finesses. Azerbaijan believed that the con- 
flict should be resolved step by step, so that Armenian troops withdraw from the 
area outside Nagorno-Karabakh, that would allow for refugees to return home, 
which would, in return, allow the establishment of bilateral relations with Arme- 
nia and work on economic development of Nagorno-Karabakh. The final status 
of the region should be resolved sometime in the future, in conditions of trust 
and cooperation, without any mutual hostility (Mehtiyev 2005, 15). The idea was 
that some kind of agreement should be reached, if not about the final status then 
at least about the mechanism by which the status would be resolved in the fu- 
ture. As a key mechanism for resolving the status on the principles of “step-by- 
step” plan, the idea of a referendum appeared, which suited both sides due to the 
possibility of framing the principles of agreement in the desired way to popula- 
tion of both countries. Armenia insisted that such a referendum would mean the 
right to self-determination that would precede the independence of Nagorno- 
Karabakh, while Azerbaijan insisted that independence could not be the outcome 
of a referendum and self-determination, but that any change of borders would 
depend on the state referendum of the Azerbaijani people (Zourabian 2006, 262). 
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At the beginning of 2005, on January 25, the Parliamentary Assembly of 
the Council of Europe adopted Resolution 1416 which states that a significant 
part of the territory of Azerbaijan is under Armenian occupation, as well as that 
separatist forces control the Nagorno-Karabakh region (PACE, Doc. 10364). It is 
further stated that Armenia is violating its obligations as a member of the Coun- 
cil of Europe, considering that the occupation of a foreign territory represents a 
serious violation of those obligations. The Council of Europe has called the self- 
proclaimed authorities in Nagorno-Karabakh to refrain from calling the elec- 
tions, with the reminder that because of the war in Nagorno-Karabakh more than 
a million people have been forced to leave their homes (Lazic, Jelisavac 
Trosi¢, Jazi¢ 2011, 586) with a reference on its recommendation 1570 from 2002 
which explains the situation of displaced persons (PACE, Doc. 9480). Due to a 
hard-to-reach compromise, the OSCE Minsk Group failed to break the deadlock 
in negotiations between Armenia and Azerbaijan until 2006. (Gaji¢ 2006, 27) 

In 2007, the OSCE Minsk Group presented to both sides a preliminary 
version of the basic principles for the conflict resolution of Nagorno-Karabakh, 
noting that the basic principles represent a compromise based on the provisions 
of the Helsinki Final Act on non-use of force, territorial integrity, equal rights 
and _ self-determination of the people (Lazic, Jelisavac Trosic, Jazi¢ 2011, 
588). According to the so-called “Madrid principles” the six elements of conflict 
resolution include: 1. the return of the territories around Nagorno-Karabakh un- 
der Azerbaijani control; 2. determining the temporary status of Nagorno- 
Karabakh while providing security and self-management guarantees; 3. a corri- 
dor that would connect Armenia with Nagorno-Karabakh; 4. determining the 
future final status of Nagorno-Karabakh through a legally binding expression of 
will; 5. the right of all internally displaced persons (IDPs) and refugees to re- 
turn; and 6. international security guarantees that would include a peacekeeping 
operation (Kocharyan 2016, 16). However, it is to be assumed that there will be 
no territorial change of Azerbaijan or international recognition of the “Republic 
of Nagorno- Karabakh”, unless Azerbaijan decides to relinquish its rights to Na- 
gorno-Karabakh. Also, regardless of Armenia's support for the people of Na- 
gorno-Karabakh, Armenia has given up the example of the so-called “Republic 
of Kosovo” as a precedent for gaining the independence of Nagorno-Karabakh 
(Fabry 2012, 670). 

Russia has also independently organized trilateral summits in which the 
representatives of Azerbaijan and Armenia participated. The first such summit 
was organized on November 2, 2008 in Moscow, and on that occasion, a decla- 
ration was signed by which both sides confirmed that they would respect the 
general principles of international law when resolving the Nagorno-Karabakh 
issue (Lazic, Jelisavac Trosi¢, Jazi¢ 2011, 589). The declaration itself states that 
all parties will work on the Nagorno-Karabakh issue through a direct dialogue 
between Armenia and Azerbaijan under the auspices of the Minsk Group, so that 
it will strive to improve the situation in the South Caucasus and establish stabil- 
ity and security in the region through political conflict resolution. The declara- 
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tion further emphasizes the importance of Minsk Group's mediation efforts, so 
that the peace agreement should be accompanied by legally binding guarantees. 
It confirms that the presidents of Armenia and Azerbaijan will continue to work 
on finding a solution, and, finally, it emphasizes the importance of encouraging 
favorable conditions for implementing measures and trust building in the context 
of conflict resolution efforts (The President Of The Republic Of Armenia 
2008). In essence, the “Moscow Declaration” did not bring anything revolution- 
ary in terms of the peace process. It is more symbolic gesture, in a way that, for 
Russia, it is a good PR move through which it can present itself to the rest of the 
world as a peacemaker and not an aggressor that is trying to resolve the South 
Caucasus conflicts (Ismailzade 2008, 3). 

After the revival of the conflict on September 27, 2020 and the war that 
lasted for six weeks, on November 10, 2020, an agreement led by Russia was 
reached, so that the leaders of Russia, Armenia and Azerbaijan signed a joint 
statement on ending the war in Nagorno-Karabakh. The agreement should be 
interpreted as the victory of Azerbaijan, better put, as the defeat of the Armeni- 
ans (BBC 2020). The characteristics of the agreement are such that both sides 
will remain in their current positions with the exchange of prisoners of war and 
all transport nodes will be unblocked. In Karabakh, along the contact line and 
along the corridor, Russian forces will be deployed - a total of 1960 people, who 
will be deployed in parallel with the withdrawal of the Armenian army. The 
Russian contingent will remain in Nagorno-Karabakh for the next five years with 
automatic renewal of mission if neither side requests their withdrawal within six 
months before the deadline, and a Russian-Turkish joint ceasefire control center 
will be formed (Sputnik Serbia 2020). Armenia will return the districts of Kalba- 
jar and Lachin to Azerbaijan, while the Lachin corridor will remain in the hands 
of Armenians in order to ensure the connection between Armenia and Nagorno- 
Karabakh. Armenia also must return Agdam and the part of the Qazakh district it 
currently holds by November 20, 2020. A plan will be developed for the con- 
struction of a new road along the Lachin corridor which will provide a connec- 
tion between Stepanakert and Armenia, and a Russian contingent will be de- 
ployed on it, while Azerbaijan will guarantee the safety of transportation in the 
Lachin corridor to all civilians. All economic and traffic connections will be 
unblocked. Armenia will provide traffic connections between the western parts 
of Azerbaijan and the Nakhchivan Autonomous Republic, and the control will be 
performed by Russian troops. By agreement, new roads will be built between the 
western parts of Azerbaijan and the Nakhchivan Autonomous Republic. Refu- 
gees will return to their homes in Nagorno-Karabakh, which will be controlled 
by the UN High Representative for Refugees (Sputnik Serbia 2020). Russian 
President Vladimir Putin signed a decree establishing a humanitarian center for 
Nagorno-Karabakh to rebuild civilian infrastructure in the region, providing as- 
sistance to residents and the return of refugees, with an appeal to continue coop- 
eration with the Minsk Group (Sputnik Serbia 2020). 
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Kosovo and Metohija — the legal status and dialogue for conflict resolution 


The day after the signing of the Kumanovo Agreement on June 9, 1999 
and after the end of the NATO bombing of FR Yugoslavia, the UN Security 
Council adopted Resolution 1244 (UNSC, S/RES/1244) on June 10, 1999, in 
which the main goals are the placement of Kosovo and Metohiya under the pro- 
visional administration of the UN (UNMIK); then, the formation of a NATO-led 
authorized peacekeeping force (KFOR), preserving international peace, security 
and ensuring the free return of refugees and displaced persons to their homes; 
Serbia is given the opportunity to return its institutions when the conditions are 
right (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohija, UN Security Council Resolu- 
tion 1244). In essence, Resolution 1244 is the international legal basis for resolv- 
ing the Kosovo issue. Serbia, like many other UN member states, emphasizes 
that Resolution 1244 remains legally binding for all parties (RTV 2020). 

The arrival of international forces and institutions of international admini- 
stration on June 10, 1999 did not solve the problem in Kosmet, so, from then 
until 2004, the remaining Kosovo Serbs and other people in Kosovo and Meto- 
hija who did not support extremist-separatist aspirations were forcibly evicted 
from their homes and their land. The cultural heritage was destroyed, churches 
and monasteries were set on fire; in a word, everything that represented the cul- 
tural and historical heritage of Serbian society that had been cultivated for centu- 
ries, was devastated (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohija, March 2004 
pogrom). In that period, about 117 Serbian cultural goods were destroyed, 
mostly churches and monasteries, which went almost unnoticed in the world, 
except for criticism from Serbia, Greece and Russia (Batakovi¢ 2008, 266). 
Also, the buildings of Serbian secular architecture were systematically demol- 
ished and removed, especially the manorial castles, towns, fortifications and 
fortresses that date back to the Middle Ages (Stepi¢ 2005, 189). The culmination 
of such violence and ethnic cleansing by Albanian extremists occurred in the so- 
called “The March pogrom’, an event that took place from March 17 to March 
19, 2004, for which the Kosovo media, as an justification, cite the accident in 
which three Albanian boys drowned in the Ibar, in the village of Cabra in Ibarski 
Kolasin (Danas 2020). 

“The March pogrom” claimed dozens of lives, wounded hundreds, ex- 
pelled more than 4,000 Serbs and other non-Albanians, set fire to more than 800 
of their homes and destroyed or severely damaged 35 Orthodox churches and 
cultural monuments (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohia, March 2004 
pogrom). The violence that took place showed that the existing provincial insti- 
tutions, as well as the institutions of international administration, did not fulfill 
their task determined by Resolution 1244, since they did not enable the real 
functioning and existence of a multicultural society in the southern Serbian prov- 
ince. Following the riots of March 2004, the SC UN Contact Group, made up of 
the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Italy, Russia and the United States, be- 
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gan to disagree on what to do next, believing that just waiting for Kosovo to 
meet “pre-status” standards would not be suffice because Kosovo Albanians 
were increasingly impatient with the delays in progress towards independence 
that they expected as a result of the NATO intervention. During that period, the 
UN Secretary General also asked former Finnish President Martti Ahtisaari to 
lead the process through which an agreement on the status of Kosovo would be 
reached (Gallucci 2001, 4). The “result” of all this was the plan of the Finnish 
diplomat and UN special envoy Martti Ahtisaari from 2007, which envisaged 
Kosovo as a multiethnic society in which the exercise of power would be based 
on equality of all citizens, in which broad autonomy is envisaged for Serbian 
municipalities with full authority of PriStina (NSPM 2018). Although the UN 
Security Council, after the Russian veto, rejected the plan, Martti Ahtisaari 
clearly alluded to two things with his proposal: first - that there is no return to 
Serbia for Kosovo, and second - that the stability of Southeast Europe can be 
achieved only if there is a clear perspective in a democratic framework and that 
if the international community decides to follow the plan, it must act authorita- 
tively and decisively, not refraining from reacting in case of discrimination or 
disrespecting the principle of Kosovo being a multiethnic society (Schmidt 
2007). Among other things, the plan called for the formation of six new or ex- 
panded Serb municipalities in Kosovo as well as expanded municipal competen- 
cies, then the formation of forty-five protection zones around the most important 
churches, monasteries and historical monuments, as well as an international ci- 
vilian representative and an international military presence. Then head of the 
Coordination Center for Kosovo and Metohija, Nebojsa Covié, assessed that 
plan as a “smokescreen”, which hid the de facto formation of the constitution of 
the so-called Republic of Kosovo, namely that was a prelude to independ- 
ence (Ljubisavljevic, Bekié 2020). 

On February 17, 2008, the Assembly of Kosovo adopted the Declaration 
of Independence. State Department spokesman Sean McCormack said the 
United States “took note” of the decision, while Russia strongly condemned the 
decision (Kosovo Chronology 1974-2017, 49). That there are interests of the 
great powers in the case of Kosovo can be concluded even from the fact that a 
large number of Kosovo houses, in addition to the Albanian, have the American 
flag. Just before the self-proclamation of Kosovo's independence, the United 
States funded a competition that resulted in the design of the yellow and blue 
flag of Kosovo (Taylor 2008, 278). On February 26, at an extraordinary session 
of the Government of Serbia, a decision was made to oppose the unilateral decla- 
ration of independence of Kosovo by all legal and diplomatic means (Kosovo 
Chronology 1974-2017, 50). It resulted in the adoption of UN General Assembly 
Resolution 63/3 of October 8, 2008, requesting the International Court of Justice 
to give its position on the declaration of independence, i.e. whether it was in 
accordance with international law (UNGA, A/RES/63/3). Advisory The ICJ 
opinion of 22 July 2010. assessed that it was not contrary to international law, 
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Resolution 1244, nor to the provisional constitutional framework in Kosovo, 
which was, of course, contrary to what Belgrade expected (MiloSevi¢é 2010). In 
his paper, Dejan Mirovic states his position on a number of justifying theories 
(“legal acrobatics”, as Branko Raki¢ calls them) which served as the “legal ba- 
sis” for the recognition of Kosovo. He takes as an example the statement of ICJ 
Permanent Judge James Crawford, who argued that the proclamation of Kosovo 
was in accordance with international law, which reads: “If international law does 
not give any right to unilateral secession outside the colonial context, in my 
opinion it does not - then the only way in which an entity can unilaterally secede 
from the application of the traditional means of winning the war for independ- 
ence - as Bangladesh did in 1970-71, with the help of India ... *(Mirovic 2014, 
997). After the unilateral declaration of independence there was a three-year 
break in the dialogue between Belgrade and Pristina, and on September 9, 2010 
the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution on the development of dialogue 
between the two sides through discussion on a number of issues, which will af- 
fect their EU accession (Cvetkovié 2010). 

However, it was not until March 8, 2011, at the insistence of the EU (and 
with the support of the United States) that a dialogue on technical issues began, 
whose goal was to improve the status of citizens in Kosovo. The first four rounds 
did not result in concrete agreements, rather the principles of the dialogue. In the 
fifth round, agreements on freedom of movement and registry books were 
reached, in the sixth round of negotiations, agreements on customs stamps and 
cadastre were reached, and in the seventh round, an agreement on the recognition 
of university diplomas was agreed. In the next round, an agreement was reached 
on integrated border management/administrative lines, and in the round after 
that, an agreement was reached that Kosovo will participate in all forms of re- 
gional cooperation. The technical dialogue was one of a great success, and with 
the mediation of the EU, contributed to the elimination of numerous administra- 
tive and procedural problems, which burdened the citizens on a daily basis on 
both sides of the administrative line. The dialogue managed to provide full free- 
dom of movement of persons and goods, and also the possibility for the realiza- 
tion of basic rights related to the personal status of citizens and their prop- 
erty (Dukanovic¢ 2013, 366-372). After the elections in Serbia that were held in 
2012, on October 19 of the same year, negotiations on normalization through the 
EU continued with the transition from technical to political issues, so that an 
agreement on the appointment of a Liaison Officer, whose main task will be to 
resolve certain outstanding issues during the implementation of the agreements 
reached between Belgrade and Pristina (Kosovo Chronology 1974-2017, 57), 
was reached in the second round of political dialogue. 

In late 2012 and early 2013, Serbia took a significant foreign policy initia- 
tive related to the formation of the Union of Serb Municipalities in Kosovo. It 
was one of the main starting points for continuing the dialogue with PriStina and 
which resulted in the adoption of the “Resolution on Basic Principles for Politi- 
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cal Talks Provisional Institutions of Self-Government in Kosovo and Metohia” 
on January 13, 2013 by the National Assembly of the Republic of Ser- 
bia (National Assembly Resolution 2013). A series of negotiations followed. The 
result of the ninth round of negotiations, held on April 13, 2013 in Brussels, was 
the achievement of the “First Agreement on Principles Governing the Normali- 
zation of Relations” or the “Brussels Agreement”, signed with the intention of 
“normalizing” relations between Belgrade and Pristina which foresaw the forma- 
tion of the Union of Serb-majority municipalities, This Union, in addition to the 
four municipalities in the north, would include certain municipalities inhabited 
by Serbs in the central parts of Kosovo (Dukanovi¢ 2013, 373). The Brussels 
dialogue has served as a useful tool for breaking the status quo, especially in 
northern Kosovo, and is a major driver of the normalization process, and it pro- 
vides mechanisms such as several informal bilateral activities, including mutual 
visits between Serbs and Kosovo officials, as well as informal activities between 
members of parliament and civil society. The main goals of the agreement were 
to dismantle the institutions of the Serbian system in Kosovo and Metohija and 
to integrate employees into the institutions of the Kosovo system, as well as to 
offer a certain level of self-government to Kosovo Serbs through the formation 
of a Community for ten Serb-majority municipalities. In addition to the estab- 
lishment of the Community, the agreement envisages the integration of members 
of the Serbian security structures into the Kosovo Police and the integration of 
the judiciary into the legal framework of Kosovo as well as the organization of 
elections in four municipalities in the north; then, provisions related to telecom- 
munications (providing the code number of Kosovo) and energetics, as well as a 
rather abstract commitment which states that Belgrade and PriStina will not 
block or encourage others to block the other side's progress on their path to the 
EU (Gashi, Novakovié 2017, 4-6). The legal nature and content of the Agree- 
ment proved to be legally disputable, and one of the objections and criticisms 
against the Agreement referred to the interpretation of whether Serbia recognized 
the independence of Kosmet by signing it. It should be said immediately that the 
Brussels Agreement is not an international agreement, however, regarding its 
legal nature, it should be said that “the legal nature of an act does not stand in the 
direct connotation of the legal consequences it produces.” Even if it was deter- 
mined that the Brussels Agreement is an international agreement by its legal 
nature, that would not mean the fact that it recognized Kosovo and Meto- 
hija. Because, an international agreement can also be concluded by temporary, 
fragmented subjects of international law, protectorates, insurgents as warring 
parties - in the scope of subjectivity and in the matter of international law in rela- 
tion to the capacity of subjectivity they possess” (Surlan 2015, 301). 

In any case, before both sides can start a new negotiation process, they 
must fully comply with the provisions of the Brussels agreement, which implies 
that Pristina must establish the Union of Serbian Municipalities and that Bel- 
grade must implement the energy agreement (Gashi, Novakovié 2017, 8). The 
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adoption of the Plan for the Implementation of the Brussels Agreement, signed 
on June 16, 2013 is of a huge significance, which envisages the gradual imple- 
mentation of the agreement and deadlines for both parties to take certain agreed 
measures and legislative procedure required for the complete implementation of 
the agreement (NSPM 2013). However, during the implementation of the 
agreement, problems related to the status issue of Kosovo surfaced, i.e. the au- 
thorities in Belgrade insisted on its “status neutrality” in the implementation of 
the Brussels Agreement, while in PriStina saw the agreement as an opportunity to 
establish full government and sovereignty in northern Kosovo (Dukanovié 2013, 
378). Little has been done since 2015 and the dialogue has largely stalled, aided 
by a series of events and conflicts that have contributed to the collapse of rela- 
tions, such as the train with the message “Kosovo is Serbia” which departed 
from Belgrade for Kosovska Mitrovica on January 14, 2017, that was stopped in 
Ra&ska due to the danger of leading to serious incidents (Insider 2018); then, the 
murder of Oliver Ivanovic on January 16, 2018 in the northern part of Kosovska 
Mitrovica (Danas 2020), as well as the arrest and expulsion of Marko Duri¢, 
director of the Office for Kosovo and Metohija, from Kosovo on March 26, 
2018 (Danas 2020). At the end of August 2018, in Alpbach, Austria, Aleksandar 
Vucic and Hashim Thaci met and broached the idea of “border correction’, 
which could be a step forward towards improving relations. Although they did 
not specify what the correction would be, it can be assumed that the two leaders 
had in mind the surrender of northern Kosovo with a Serb majority to Belgrade, 
while Kosovo could get districts with a majority Albanian population in the 
PreSevo Valley. Hashim Thagi’s statement that Kosovo is determined to reach a 
binding legal agreement with Serbia and that the time is right for that, speaks 
volumes about the seriousness of the intention. Austria and the United States, as 
well as senior EU official Federica Mogherini showed openness towards the idea 
(Gray and Heath 2018). A significant obstacle in the dialogue was the introduc- 
tion of a 100% tax by Kosovo on products from Serbia, which resulted in a 
statement by Aleksandar Vucic that there will be no further dialogue until Kos- 
ovo abolishes this levy (Russell 2019, 3). After more than 20 months and the 
abolition of 100% tax on products from Serbia on July 16, 2020, the dialogue for 
normalization of relations continued in Brussels. Miroslav Lajéak was appointed 
as a mediator in the dialogue by European Union representative for Foreign Af- 
fairs and Security Policy, Joseph Borella (Cani 2020). The next meeting between 
Belgrade and PriStina was held on August 27, 2020, and the topics of conversa- 
tion were the issues of missing and displaced persons and economic rela- 
tions. The negotiations were assessed as difficult and unconstructive, where the 
Pristina delegation assessed that Belgrade was delaying the process by going into 
technical details and insisting that it would not return to the “already agreed” or 
lower themselves to the “technical level” of the dialogue, but that the goal was 
mutual recognition. Belgrade replies that these details are “vital for the people 
living in Kosmet” and that “they will not be passed over quickly” for the sake of 
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“false political declarations”, that is, for Belgrade, the mere mention of mutual 
recognition “undermines the dialogue process”. and “public deception” by 
PriStina (Maksimovié 2020). 

The Washington Agreement between Belgrade and Pristina was signed in 
Washington on September 4, 2020, within which numerous issues such were 
discussed: economic normalization, small and medium enterprises, Lake Ga- 
zivoda, 5G network, religious freedoms, missing persons, LGBT rights, the issue 
of marking Hezbollah as a terrorist organization, as well as a very important 
issue of the moratorium (where Pristina agreed to apply a one-year moratorium 
on membership in international organizations, while Belgrade agreed to a one- 
year moratorium on the campaign to withdraw recognition of independence and 
to refrain from formal or an informal request from any state or international or- 
ganization not to recognize Kosovo as an independent state). The provision of 
the agreement according to which Kosovo and Israel have agreed on mutual rec- 
ognition is very debatable, especially when the item on the morato- 
rium (Slobodna Evropa 2020) is taken into account. Also, the opinion of Profes- 
sor Filip Ejdus is that the issue of exchange of territories was removed from the 
agenda, primarily because of the announcement of the indictment against 
Hashim Thagi, i.e. due to the fact that there is no strong interlocutor in Kosovo 
to advocate such an idea (Karabeg 2020). 


Concluding remarks 


So, what are the similarities and what are the differences between the con- 
flict over Nagorno Karabakh and Kosovo and Metohija? 

The main similarity is that these are two “frozen conflicts” in post-socialist 
space caused by ethnic disputes around territories that both conflicting parties 
consider their own. The main difference is that the Kosovo conflict remained 
frozen after the conflict at the end of the last century, after which the area came 
under the UN international protectorate, while Nagorno-Karabakh, in fact inde- 
pendent but unrecognized and internationally and legally treated as part of Azer- 
baijan, has repeatedly experienced a process of “unfreezing” of conflict of which 
the one in the fall of 2020 could be treated as a new war. 

Another important similarity is the one related to the geopolitical position 
of the conflict regions. Both are located in geostrategically important places, 
around which, along with the parties in the immediate conflict, great powers 
also group and compete. Kosovo is located in the center of Balkan as a 
“bridge’’/“barrier” between the Western (Europe) and Central (Middle East) part 
of Rimland, while Nagorno Karabakh located in Transcaucasia, behind the “bar- 
rier” as Caucasian mountain range that separates the central part of Rimland 
from Eurasian Heartland. In the Balkans, accordingly, the influences of four 
great powers (Atlantic, Oriental, Central European and Eurasian) compete, while 
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in the Caucasus, there are also four great geopolitical rivals (Atlanticists, 
two Oriental powers (Turkey and Iran) and Eurasians (Russians)). 


The third important similarity is that the interethnic conflict has a reli- 
gious, i.e. cultural-civilizational designation. Serbs and Armenians are Christian 
nations (Serbs are Orthodox, the Armenians Monophysites), while Albani- 
ans and Azeri are Muslims (Albanians are Sunnis, while Azeris are Shiites). 

The fourth similarity is historical-political. The peoples who carried out 
the armed secession represented a minority in the part of the territory of the 
neighboring state which is the subject of a long-standing dispute that arose after 
the disintegration of the socialist state, but which has its own long, centuries-old 
prehistory. However, ahuge difference can be found in the constitutional 
framework in relation to the secession of the territory: the Soviet Constitution 
allowed the possibility of peaceful separation of the autonomous region from 
the federal unit in which they are located (but this was not confirmed in practice 
when Armenians demanded that), which the Constitution of the SFR Yugoslavia 
did not allow, that is, it only allowed the right to declare the constituent peoples, 
and taking into account that Albanians in Kosovo and Metohija did not have the 
status of peoples but nationalities, they did not have the right to self- 
determination. The FR Yugoslavia is the legal successor of the SFRY and no one 
disputed that Kosovo and Metohija is an autonomous part of Serbia. Also, the 
time frame of the secession is different: in Karabakh, it took place during the 
disintegration of the federal state, while the secession of the territory of Kosovo 
and Metohijawas carried out by international military aggression, eight 
years after the disintegration of the SFRY . 

Similarities and differences can be sought in the type and degree of sup- 
port enjoyed by the two breakaway territories. The people of Nagorno-Karabakh 
can specify the number of countries that have this territory recognized as an in- 
dependent on the fingers of one hand. The support that Nagorno-Karabakh enjoys 
in the international community is minor, and the UN has taken the stance that 
this area is an indisputable part of Azerbaijan. On the other hand, Kosovo as an 
independent state is at this point recognized by about half of the countries in the 
world (around hundred states), although it is important to note that it is not rec- 
ognized by great powers such as Russia, China and other big countries such as 
Brazil, India and Spain. Also, according to Resolution 1244, Kosovo and Meto- 
hija is an undoubted part of the Republic of Serbia, which is under the UN pro- 
tectorate. 

Numerous similarities can also be found in the support that the great pow- 
ers provided or denied to the separatist forces. In the case of Nagorno-Karabakh, 
the secession of this autonomous region took place during the disintegration of 
the federal state, in conditions of general state disintegration, when the federal 
(later - Russian authorities) gradually took a moderately pro-Armenian position 
from a neutral one, while Turkey and, very weakly and only rhetorically, some 
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Western powers (above all the United States) sided with Azeris. In the case of 
Kosovo and Metohija, Turkey and all Western countries led by the United States 
took part in the aggression against the FRY on the side of the Albanian separa- 
tists, while Russia diplomatically strongly opposed it. The differences on this 
issue, however, are also significant. While on the issue of Kosovo and Metohija 
all the great powers more or less kept the position they had at the end of the last 
century (even during the illegal self-proclamation of independence of the provi- 
sional PriStina authorities in 2008), on the issue of Karabakh the situation 
evolved: from pro-Armenian, the Russian position has evolved more and more in 
a neutral direction; Turkish support for Baku has become even more pronounced 
(visible in both direct and indirect military assistance), while, on the contrary, 
some of the Western powers (mostly European ones) have increasingly turned to 
pro-Armenian (more precisely anti-Turkish and anti-Azeri) positions. Azerbaijan 
has successfully used the new circumstances to “unfreeze the conflict” and re- 
gain part of the territory it lost in the previous military conflict almost three dec- 
ades ago. 


Numerous similarities can be found in the long unsuccessful negotiations 
in both cases, especially in the case of Kosovo and Metohija which had four in- 
ternational missions (UN, NATO, OSCE and EU) on its territory, and twenty 
years later is not particularly closer to the epilogue than was in the beginning 
(although it should be noted that the Washington agreement represents a shift 
from the deadlock). The situation is only partly different in Nagorno-Karabakh: 
although an agreement was reached between Azerbaijan and Armenia on No- 
vember 10, 2020, which was supported by Russia's participation, it essentially 
represents a new “freezing” of the conflict within the new factual situation until 
further notice, and not final solution. It is hard to believe that one of the two 
sides will agree to such circumstances “for ever and ever”, because both Azer- 
baijan and Armenia consider Nagorno-Karabakh their territory, with the Arme- 
nians on their side having the fact that Karabakh is inhabited by a majority Ar- 
menian population. The north of Kosovo, as well as some municipalities outside 
the north, are mostly inhabited by Serbs and parallels can be drawn with Na- 
gorno-Karabakh. The problem is that, even if an agreement is reached in the 
foreseeable future, it is extremely questionable what its acceptance will mean 
among the nations on “both sides” of the line, because in such disputes it is very 
difficult to reach a mutually satisfactory solution. 
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